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In Luce Tua 
Comment on the Significant News by the Editors 
Presidents. Old and New 
WHATEVER ELSE Mr. Kennedy may or may nol 
bring to the Presidency, he has already given us 
two state papers which will surely rank among the best 
of the presidential papers. His inaugural address ex-
pressed, with an eloquence rarely heard on this side of 
the Atlantic, what the nation, our allies, and our ad-
versaries have needed, for a long time, to hear. His 
state of the union message to Congress combined almost 
brutal candor with an air of quiet self-confidence lo 
produce the over-all impression that here was a young 
man who had looked our perils full in the face and had 
decided that they were not beyond remedy. 
There seems to be little doubt that President Kennedy 
will keep us editorial writers well supplied with material 
during these next four years. But first there are some 
matters left over from his predecessor, Mr. Eisenhower. 
Probably no other President has laid down his office 
with as much dignity as did Mr. Eisenhower. Whether 
he was a great President, or even a good one, no one is 
yet in a position to say. But there can be no doubt 
that he discharged his duties faithfully and to the best 
of his ability, which is all that we ask of our Presidents 
in their inaugural oath. 
We thought that Mr. Eisenhower rose to his fullest 
stature in his farewell address. One of our more cynical 
friends wondered aloud who wrote it. The question 
doesn't bother us; quite obviously it was Dwight Eisen-
hower speaking, the same Eisenhower whose Guildhall 
Speech years ago won excited applause from the sup-
posedly phlegmatic British. 
Two things that the former President said in his fare-
well address deserve serious consideration. The one 
was his warning against permitting any military-indus-
trial combine to have too large an influence on public 
policy - a warning which will not be taken lightly by 
anyone who is acquainted with the tragic history of 
Germany between 1870 and 1945. The second was his 
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warning against an overemphasis on applied science 
at the expense of basic theoretical research - a warning 
which should give pause to all of us who are so dazzled 
by the monetary value of some research grants that we 
neglect to ask what their costs may be in terms of per-
sonal and institutional integrity. 
Mr. Eisenhower has hinted that he might do some 
speaking and writing after he gets done vacationing. 
We hope that he will, and that, relieved of his obliga-
tions as a partisan leader, he will address himself to 
the kind of serious, rock-bottom concerns that he deal t 
with in his last and best address as President. 
Federal Aid to Private Schools 
The recommendation by President Kennedy's task 
force on education for a 5.8 billion dollar program of 
federal aid to public schools has brought a sharp clash 
between churchmen on the question of extending this 
aid to private and parochial schools. New York's Francis 
Cardinal Spellman told a rally in the Bronx that "it is 
unthinkable that any American child be denied the 
federal funds allotted to other children which are neces-
sary for his mental development because his parents 
choose for him a God-centered education." Dr. Oswald 
Hoffmann, director of public relations of the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod, replied, "Let Cardinal Spellman 
speak for himself. As Americans who accept the tra-
ditional American policy of church-state separation, we 
Lutherans would not feel discriminated against if federal 
funds were appropriated for public schools only." 
Our heart is with Dr. Hoffmann on this issue. But 
we question the wisdom, at this point, of taking too 
rigid a position. It is a fact that private education is 
in trouble, bad trouble, all the way down the line from 
the college to the elementary school. Every additional 
dollar that government extracts from the taxpayer, for 
whatever purposes, is a dollar which has to come from 
somewhere, and it is obvious that private institutions 
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and benevolences have been feeling the effects of this 
diversion of funds. 
One of these effects can be read between the lines in 
a report issued recently by the Missouri Synod's Board 
of Parish Education on teachers' salaries in 1960. Ac-
cording to this report, the median salary for all men 
teachers fell in the $4501-$4800 range ($51 01-$5400 
for men with five years or more of college training). 
Median salaries for women teachers fell in the $2801-
$3000 range ($3801-$4000 for women with five years or 
more of college training) . These figures include, in-
cidentally, the estimated cash value of all remuneration, 
including housing, utilities; and "fringe benefits." 
It will be obvious that these figures are, at a mini-
mum, twenty percent too low for men and perhaps 75 
per cent too low for women. This, in turn, suggests that 
perhaps we are honoring a particular concept of church· 
state separation by ignoring the Biblical precept that the 
laborer is worthy of his hire. At any rate, until the 
salaries of parochial school teachers are brought more 
nearly into line with justice, it would seem inadvisable 
to close the door too tightly against some form of federal 
assistance to private schools. 
Conflict of Interest 
According to our estimates, it has cost Mr. Robert 
S. McNamara $100,000 to date to serve as Secretary of 
Defense. We base our estimates on the Secretary's own 
estimate that he will be down three million dollars over 
the fo ur-year period of his term of office. The figure 
could be larger or smaller, depending upon the fortunes 
of the Ford Motor Company stock which he was forced 
to sell in order to qualify for the office under our 
archaic conflict of interest laws. 
These laws, which incidentally do not apply to mem· 
hers of Congress and other elected officials, trace back 
On Second Thought 
to the bad old days of the late nineteenth century when 
Big Business was rather a different thing than it is today. 
The Robber Barons of those days had no qualms about 
putting one of their men into a strategic government 
position where it was taken for granted that he would 
use the powers of his office to his own advantage and 
that of his civilian employers. Such an attitude was 
wholly in keeping with the business morality of that 
day. This attitude has by no means wholly disappeared 
from the business scene today, but it is certainly not 
typical of the kind of public-spirited business leaders 
who are willing to sacrifice their secure and satisfying 
roles in the business community to· accept the frustra-
tions and uncertainties and abuse of public service. 
But there is more to it than that. Four years pass 
very quickly. If Mr. McNamara is angling to return 
someday to the upper executive echelon of Ford, and 
if Ford makes his return conditional upon using the 
Secretaryship to the advantage of the company, this sale 
of stock will not resolve the basic conflict of interest. 
We have to assume what seems to be transparently obvi-
ous, that Mr. McNamara is an honest man and that the 
Ford Motor Company is a public spirited corporation 
which would not make improper demands upon him in 
his role as Secretary of Defense. The stock sale, in 
such circumstances, is nothing more than a grand but 
ineffectual gesture which we require of a successful 
honest man under a law which was designed to .curb 
the cupidity of unsuccessful scoundrels. 
We would like to see this law repealed. In our kind 
of society, the rewards of ability and accomplishment 
in most lines of useful endeavor are monetary, and if 
government wants first-rate men it must go after men 
who are earning much more than government is able 
or willing· to pay. To require such men to divest 
themselves of their investments is to impose an unneces-
sary financial sacrifice upon them and to cast an unwar-
ranted slur upon their integrity. 
-------------------....._-------------8 Y R 0 B E R T J . H .0 Y E R 
T O THE JEWS, the cross of Jesus was a stumbling block, a scandal. They objected to the thought that 
their Infinite God would disclose Himself in an indi-
vidual man, to die under the hatred of man. 
Do you want to understand what a stumbling block 
is? Go to a voters' meeting in your congregation. Lis-
ten to the Bible study and the prayers, and know that 
here is the Holy Spirit disclosing Himself in the words 
and thoughts of these gathered men. Then listen to the 
treasurer's report, and note the gloom of financial insta-
bility. Hear the report of the building maintenance 
committee, and note · the lengthy discussion about 
draining the parking lot, landscaping the church lawn. 
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Watch the interplay of personality, of man in conflict 
with man. Note carefully the struggle for patience, 
lhe problem involved in the practical concept of forgive-
ness. 
There are several ways you can respond to all this. 
You can shrug your shoulders and say: "That's what 
happens with a democracy. We ought to streamline 
this and put the responsibility on fewer shoulders. 
We'll never reach any real agreement, and most of us 
aren't competent to make the kind of decisions we're 
asked for." You're probably right, but that isn't the 
whole picture. 
Another thing you can do is look at the process with 
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amazement, and say: "This is (not should be - is!) the 
Body of Christ acting for the Kingdom of God. These 
are (not should be - are!) holy men of God speaking 
and acting in the Spirit. This is (not should be - is!) 
God doing His strange, alien work of disclosing Him· 
self through men." That's not the whole picture either, 
because the Devil and we his assistants are working in 
the meeting too. Nevertheless, this is one of the ways 
God has chosen to do His work, and give Himself to 
man. He has delivered to us the ministry of reconcilia-
tion. 
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Another way to respond is to say: "This be far from 
Thee. This is a waste of time. I will have no part in 
it. I cannot associate myself with such an inefficient 
mess." But are you saying with the Pharisees: "I do 
not like a God who chooses to disclose Himself through 
men"? 
THE BLOSSOMING 
Feather-light in touch, Spring warmth of sun 
Drenches flowering trees in white bird song 
As delicate as grace notes held in tongs 
Of light. Grass flashes swimming by in wind-blown 
Fins as earth flows into curren ts of quick fires. 
Half of shadow, half of light, green stems of sleep 
Paint fragrance on a swollen curve of leap. 
Bees swarm in hives and walk on golden hairs 
While blossoms cut with stairs their changing shape. 
All light and color breathe through sudden flares 
As if they would escape night's smother-trap. 
Already, pollen petals flake to ashes 
As gold collides on velvet to Time's lashes. 
Spring-light adheres to swirling blur of crashes. 
- j A~ BREVET) jR. 
BEGINNING WITH AARON 
I am debtor to thee, World, for thy singing 
Seed of nations - by them, these eyes 
Are compound as the fly's are - that, or prismed, 
Or faceted as the diamond, every face 
Named as with a hundred entities. 
Fly hurricanes, rage, 
Denounce, World. I shall have thy best 
Out of thyself, and with so little carnage. 
Sow the bones 
Of Paul, and Francis Thompson, Dostoevsky, 
Rosa Bonheur, Semmelweis. 
Steal my beloved 
Contemporaries out of sight. 
I bear their patchwork pennant for my own. 
World, send me broken-headed from the field, 
and battered 
Free of all association but that Leaven 
Lifting from thy granaries to Heaven. 
- From a collection of poems 
by Billie Meyer Anderson to 
be published soon by Con-
cordia Publishing House. 
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AD LIB. 
The Changing Restaurant 
--------------- B Y A L F R E D R. L 0 0 M A N--------
J N THE past twenty years, the eating habits of Ameri-
cans as well as the eating places have changed radical-
ly. Many more people are eating in restaurants than ever 
before for a variety of reasons. Perhaps the main reason 
is that we are all more mobile than we were formerly . 
Most of us travel somewhere every year, but not too 
many years ago the only out-of-town vacation was a visit 
to relatives. Now we travel greater distances and <:at 
many more meals in restaurants, but then, for that trip 
to the relatives, enough food was packed to last the trip. 
The only time most people ate in restaurants in their 
own home towns was after a wedding or to celebrate 
some anniversary. 
One knew what to expect from a restaurant then, 
because the menu seldom changed. Usually you had 
your choice of roast beef, roast pork, or chicken. These 
were served with an ice cream dipper of white clay, 
called potatoes, and canned green beans. The dessert 
offerings were a thick slab of pie or a glass of very 
rubbery jello. To give an appearance of cleanliness 
most places went in for a lot of tile on the walls and 
on the table tops, which reflected the light of the bare 
bulbs overhead. 
While there are numerous guides on where to eat 
now, twenty years or more ago you took your chances. 
Some folks advised eating where truck drivers eat and 
others suggested places that advertised "home cooking." 
These were, almost invariably, the worst restaurants of 
all. Eating where truck drivers eat is all right if you 
are a truck driver and enjoy a great deal of starch, but 
it was no place for anyone leading a less strenuous 
existence. And this "home cooking" must have referred 
to the type of cooking normally expected in a detention 
home. 
Regional differences began to appear in restaurants, 
with the East Coast specializing in sea foods and the 
foods of many different nationalities. The West Coast 
went in heavily for Oriental restaurants, the South 
featured ham and southern fried chicken, and most 
restaurants west of the Mississippi specialized in steaks. 
There were regional quirks in foods and still are. That 
restaurant in Montana might give the impression the 
steak you were getting came from the ranch about a 
mile away, when actually it was processed in Kansas 
City. In the South, if you ordered just one egg for 
breakfast, you would get one egg, occupying a small 
portion of the large plate it is served on, and with the 
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rest of the plate filled with grits, a sort of unstrained 
Cream of Wheat that had been standing too long. 
At least years ago you knew what you were getting 
into, but now you are not so sure, for restaurants have 
gone in for subdued lighting and a different decor. 
Opening the door of a dining room now can give you 
quite a surprise because you find yourself walking into 
a fishing shack in Hawaii, a captain's cabin on a sailing 
vessel, or the dining hall of a Swiss chalet. This you 
may not discover for a few minutes because if you 
walk in from the hot, bright sun to the candle-lighted, 
over-airconditioned restaurant, you go into several min-
utes of blindness and shock. 
Menus have changed drastically and regional differ-
ences have disappeared. Fresh (frozen) fish right from 
the sea are avai lable everywhere and one can expect to 
find a Japanese restaurant in Des Moines or a Spanish 
restaurant in Grand Rapids. There are few foreign 
dishes that are not available at some restaurant in town. 
Customers not familiar with several foreign languages 
may find themselves ordering something they have 
never liked under a name they never heard of. 
Innocent-sounding "rice Pilou" ordered in an Indian 
restaurant can set the inside of your mouth on fire; 
exotic "',Yon Ton Soup" in a Chinese restaurant turns 
out to be plain chicken broth, and flashy "Zuppa di 
pesee" in an Italian place tastes like fish soup anywhere. 
Hash and left-overs can appear on the menu under the 
disguised names of "bee£ vinaigrette" or "lamb cassou-
let." In a Japanese restaurant you 'll find the difference 
between stew and "sukiyaki" is that in the case of the 
latter you sit uncomfortably on the floor to eat it. 
Despite the interest in fancy restaurants and foreign 
foods, the only item on the menu that has gained uni-
versality is the lowly hamburger. You can get it day 
or night in any restaurant. Call it what you may-aml 
the euphemisms for it are many-it is still a hamburger. 
Parents travelling with chi ldren can testify it is the only 
completely satisfying dish and it is apparently capable 
of sustaining life indefinitely, since given their choice 
children will order a hamburger all three meals a day. 
It makes no difference to them what a restaurant looks 
like, and the only difference it makes to the parents is 
that the better a restaurant looks the higher the price 
of the hamburger. It is this, in our age of gracious 
dining on exotic foods, that keeps the old diner, with 
its arm chairs and counter, in business. 
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Paul Speaks to the Christian University 
BY KARL w. KELLER 
Dean, Concordia College 
Po1·tland, Oregon 
Fo1· I am persuaded that neither death nor life 
... shall be able to separate us from the love of 
God that is in Christ jesus our Lord. 
Romans 8:38 
I. "Greater Than Life and Death" 
CAN LIFE and death separate man from the love at 
God? To ask this question on the campus of a uni-
versity is neither naive nor impertinent. This question 
belong there, if it belongs anywhere at all. Nor is its 
consideration to be though of solely as the province of 
the religion department. 
Concern for the issues of life and death is the sub-
stance of a university's existence. To its campus come 
those who want to know more about life and death. 
From its campus go those whose knowledge and skill 
will determine much about life and death in the world. 
There is no school of higher learning worthy of the 
name that will not seriously concern itself with the 
issues of life and death. This can be done dramatically 
in the laboratories and workshops where the mystencs 
of the universe, the secrets of life and death are ex-
plored, defined, and organized. Or it may be carried 
on more quretly in classroom conversations and library 
research. All are deeply involved in the in tensivc in-
vestigation of those concerns upon which the life and 
death, hterally, of humanity depend. This is true, no 
less of the theoretical analysis, whose pristine purity 
the specialist loves to exalt, than of the technology 
whose practical vitality the whole world can appreciate. 
The pursuit of truth may lead one person to the blind-
ing flash of nuclear fusion and send another on the road 
to building a better mousetrap. In either case we are 
confronted with life and death. A school of higher 
learning will shun the implications of neither. 
It is in this sense that Nels Ferre in his book, Chris-
tian Faith and Highe1· Education , called a university 
"the mind of the world," and went on to characterize it 
as "education at the summit of its organic unity," "re-
flecting the unity of the universe in the coherence of its 
curriculum," "helping to foster and form the individuals 
who are in large measure to shape the destiny of so-
ciety." That is a big order. 
Can a university bear such responsibility? Can it 
really fulfill such a role? Can it shoulder such a bur-
den? Can it deal adequately with the issues of life and 
*These addresses were delivered in the Chapel of Valpa-
raiso University as the John Martin and Clara Amanda 
Gross Memorial Lectures dur·ing the first week of Lent, 
1960. 
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death which are its routine considerations? Can those 
who come to it lind out what they need to know abou t 
life and death? 
Not as long as a university considers either life or 
death apart from God. The Apostle Paul in this cli-
mactic conclusion to the first section of his Letter to 
the Romans strove throughout to speak in such sweeping 
terms as to encompass what we might regard as the ulti-
mates of human existence. Certainly "life" and "death" 
stand foremost among them. But they are still not ends 
in themselves, not as Paul viewed them. The key to 
their understanding was not to be found in probing 
more deeply into their physical aspects. It was rather 
to be seen in their relationship to God. To understand 
life and death we must know God. 
And God as the Absolute in Whose hands may be 
found the meaning of life and death can best be known 
not in the ineffable rna jesty of His essence, nor yet in 
the transcendancy of His wisdom and power, but in the 
manifestation of His love. And the love of God -
where shall we find it best expressed? Must we be satis-
fied simply to extol it in the beauty of creation, as 
breathtaking as this may be? Or in the faithfulness of 
His providence, the rich abundance of seed-time and 
harvest, summer and winter? 
Here on this campus as a Christian community you 
have almost completed another journey to Calvary. 
Palm Sunday and Holy Week beckon. You are ready 
to confess that the manifestation of God's love is no-
where better seen than in the incarnation, death and 
resurrection of His Son. He entered this life and left 
it again in order that we might understand the love 
of God as it was designed to give meaning to our life 
in God. So the sacrifice of Christ becomes for all man-
kind the most significant manifestation of the love of 
God in Christ. Who can understand either death or 
life, no matter where it may be investigated, without 
seeing them in relation to the love of God which is in 
Christ Jesus our Lord? It cannot be done. 
"The university, as the mind of the world, functions 
to find the unity of the universe ... " Nels Ferre said. 
The unity of the universe is to be found in God. Of 
this we are confident. And God can only be known 
through Christ. Of this, too, we are sure. And Christ 
becomes meaningless without the cross and its redemp-
tive significance. 
Can life and death separate us from God? They can 
indeed if we seek to understand them without God and 
apart from His Son and ignoring His cross. We have in 
Portland a college which has made an outstanding na-
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tiona! record in scientific scholarship. With a little 
more than seven hundred students, it has seven Rhodes 
scholars, the largest number in proportion to its en-
rollment of any college or university in the United 
States. It has a chapel, but the chapel has largely be-
come nothing more than an auditorium and motion pic-
ture theatre. Life and death are its continual preoccu-
pation - but apart from God. If life and death are the 
considerations which occupy your attention here, in 
classroom and laboratory, in study room and library 
(and they had better), then the love of God in the cru-
cified and risen Christ must serve as the unifying prin-
ciple there as well as here in this chapel. When this 
has been clearly seen we are able to say with the utmost 
conviction, "The Christian university will be one place 
- dare we say, the only place - among all the schools 
of higher learning that can adequately bear the respon-
sibility of dealing with life and death so that they draw 
us closer to God and our Savior and do not separate 
us from Him." 
II. "Stronger Than Demonic Power" 
"Angels ... principalities ... powers." What could 
Paul have meant by these? Commentators hesitate to 
specify. Some imply that these words are a reflec-
tion of the superstitious beliefs of a more primitive, 
prescientific age and that Paul's inclusion of these terms 
represents him as a product of his time and culture. 
We, however, have now moved a long way from this. In 
this way Paul is not censured for holding beliefs which 
can no longer be maintained, and yet we may be re-
lieved of the necessity of making any kind of confes· 
sion of our own belief in supernatural creatures amu 
forces of evil. Others have been ready to declare that 
such creatures and forces do exist and that, in the light 
of other references of Paul, e.g. in his Letter to the 
Ephesians, Paul is making an unmistakable reference 
to them. Still others feel that two contrasting forces 
of good and evil, both supernatural, are spoken of in 
the expression, "Angels ... principalities - . . powers." 
It is indeed a difficult matter to decide on the basis of 
the simple expression itself. 
Be that as it may, we are ready to state our conviction 
that among the angels, principalities, and powers here 
mentioned, there are included supernatural powers and 
creatures of eviC whose potential for wickedness far ex-
ceeds human imagination and comprehension, who can 
and do influence human life and decision. This is as 
valid for the world of the Twentieth Century as it was 
for the world of the first. In saying this we do not have 
in mind such manifestations of demonic power and pos-
session as the Gospels or the Acts of the Apostles record. 
Nor yet the literal recreation of such Faustian bargains 
as Goethe might have imagined or as Stephen Benet 
described in "The Devil and Daniel Webster." Sober 
Christian missionaries working in pagan strongholds 
speak carefully here, for they have witnessed evidences 
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of an evil power that defies the pat analyses of our own 
sophisticated society. 
We need not travel so far afield either in physical 
space or cultural time. We can remain in our own 
Western society and in our own epoch. Only those of 
very young age or very short memory cannot recall the 
brutality, the sadism, the unbelievable malevolence 
that marked the brief history of National Socialism. 
The shame of Dachau, Auschwitz, Buchenwald, Oranien-
berg, Lidice, and the Warsaw Ghetto remain to haunt 
humanity. A few months ago th<:! personal diary of 
Rudolf Hoess, the S.S. captain in charge of Auschwitz 
was published. "I had to watch hour after hour," he 
writes, "by day and night, the removal and burning of 
the bodies, the extraction of the teeth, the cutting of 
the hair, the whole grisly, interminable business ... " 
With some pride he points out that more than nine 
thousand people were gassed and cremated in a single 
24-hour period. This one man became responsible 
for the deaths of two million Jews. A reviewer of his 
book writes: "What he achieves is the imagination-de-
fying portrait of a monster who approached killing and 
torture with the zeal of an efficiency expert and counted 
corpses with the cool dedication of a trained book-
keeper." Churchmen, as well as others, who lived 
close to these events, sought for but could find no other 
word to describe them but demonic. Study the record 
for yourself and discover if you can find a better term. 
Our world is not done with these things yet. Can the 
wholesale slaughter of Ukrainian kulaks and the slave 
labor camps like that of Vorkuta simply be dismissed 
as a political necessity, or even the monstrous horror 
of a sick mentality? It has been reliably reported that 
in the first ten years of the Chinese Communist regime 
eighteen million human beings were murdered, in what 
way and by what manner we do not know. But the 
figure staggers both mind and imagination. Principali-
ties and powers even now are working such evil that, 
again, few words can fit it like the word "demonic." 
The precise intention of Paul's use of these words as he 
related them to his own time is perhaps not of such 
great concern. But for us today their precise intention 
measured in such events cannot be passed by. 
If the record is examined closely it becomes apparent 
that behind the illiterate and often stupid subordinates 
who acted upon orders without question there stood 
men who devised them. These were men who were 
highly educated, university graduates, who perverted 
every art and science to their horrible use. Mentalities 
of high order, sharpened by rigorous academic training, 
were responsible for both the skillful propaganda cam-
paigns that shaped the character of the masses and the 
exquisite refinements of individual torture. Princi-
palities and powers of evil can utilize for their demonic 
purpose not only the subnormal and abnormal, but 
even more so those with the greatest skills and ability. 
This is the grim lesson we must learn. 
Higher education in itself is not the answer. It can 
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only help to devise more efficient gas chambers and 
write handbooks on how to beat a person to a pulp 
without breaking his skin. This truth, so brutally re-
corded in history, should be of profound concern for a 
Christian university. For it again emphasizes the fact 
that together with the intensive intellectual develop-
ment which is the university's rightful province must 
go the regeneration of the heart and will, the renewing 
of the mind which the Gospel alone has been able to 
produce. Before the Cross, where hangs the incarnate 
Son of God, suffering the full measure of demonic 
power for the love of man, we can behold such love 
of God as can move the brilliant sinner, no less than 
the crude, to repentance and faith. 
Knowledge is power. And power, without the blessing 
of the Cross and its demonstration of the love of God, 
can easily be dedicated to the service of demons, where 
it works to the unutterable misery of mankind. Sepa-
rate, indeed, the gifted individual from the love of God 
in Christ Jesus, our Lord, and the principalities and 
powers are ready to assume control. It is against such 
a background that we measure the value and influence 
of a Christian university. Where the fervent proclama-
tion of the redemption of the Cross of Christ goes hand 
in hand with the rigorous training of the mind, we can 
be sure that "neither angels, nor principalities nor 
powers shall be able to separate us from the love of 
God that is in Christ Jesus, our Lord." 
Ill. "Reaching Through Space'' 
1960 was less than a month old when Jacques Piccard 
and Lt. Don Walsh descended in their bathysphere into 
the murky depth of the Marianas Trench off the Island 
of Guam. When they reached the bottom, more than 
seven miles (37,800 ft.) below the surface of the Pacific 
Ocean, they had literally touched the bottom of the 
earth, for this deep trench in the ocean floor is con-
sidered to be the greatest abyss known to man. 
At the same time that some men were concerning 
themselves with the penetration of the depths, othen 
were involved in a similar conquest of height. A few 
weeks later in this same year Commander Malcolm Ross 
and Charles B. Moore, Jr., had risen to a height of 
80,000 feet in order to glimpse the planet Venus beyond 
the earth's vapor. Beyond them space has already be-
come so crowded that controls have been placed on the 
radio voices of satellites lest their shrieking create a 
celestial cacaphony and confusion. 
Were these the heights and depths to which Paul re-
fers as he reaches once again for the ultimate in human 
experience in order to make his point? Again it is 
difficult to say, even though the words that he uses are 
terms from the physical universe. "Upsoma" is the 
Greek word for the highest position a given star attains, 
while "bathos" refers to the abyss below the horizon out 
of which the star rises. 
Regardless, the Air Age and now the Space Age have 
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come to dominate our planet in the memory of living 
man, and that which is already possible today and to-
morrow reacl).es beyond the wildest stories of science 
fiction of a decade or two ago. The restless quest of 
man has led him to prove both the heights and depths of 
the universe, impelled in our time by more than the de-
sire to know the world in which he lives. For if we 
ponder these current probings of height and depth, we 
are immediately brought face to face with the desperate 
urgency which now drives us on. It is no peaceful 
search in which we engage. We cannot be satisfied 
with that. 
To think of conquering space we must also remember 
the fact that rockets can now roar through space at 
18,000 miles an hour, spanning continents in minutes. 
They may become tomorrow's postmen, as some have 
suggested, but they can just as easily carry a hydrogen 
or cobalt nuclear warhead. The postmen packing this 
parcel will ring only once. At this very moment diplo-
mats representing the great nations of the world are 
meeting at Geneva. We must be painfully aware that 
one of the most urgent items on their agenda is the de-
sire to secure an agreement that a similar winged mes-
senger of destruction will not be sent as a satellite into 
space, to orbit there until that given moment when it 
will be directed against a helpless humanity below. 
We shall indeed have entered into a new epoch when 
we are able to see against the quiet sky of the dawning 
day or the dusk with which it closes the bright passing 
flash of such a perilous threat. And the fact that as-
surances, solemnly pledged on national honor, have 
been given before, only to be discarded as worthless 
when the opportunte moment came, does not help much. 
This is a part of the meaning of height and depth to 
us today. We cannot escape it. The scientists whose 
skill and dedication produce the principles through 
which these things can be accomplished are haunted 
by the thought of what might happen if such power 
were left in the hands of those for whom selfishness, 
pride, the lust for power and domination, or merely 
fumbling moral weakness are the motivation of their 
decision. They should stir uneasily. For many a simple 
layman in this respect, rest is not the sleep of the just, 
but of the ignorant. 
Has a university no responsibility here? Can it say, 
"We are interested only in pure science and pure re-
search. What happens after that is not our concern"? 
The unfolding panorama of research in height and 
depth can add so much to our understanding and hold 
such great promise for blessing, but only when viewed 
by reverent hearts and used by reverent hands. When 
given to those to whom it becomes but another oppor-
tunity to exalt human pride or expand personal or 
political power, its blessings crumble into dust and ashes. 
Nor may a university say, "True and granted, but 
the creation of reverent hearts and hands is the business 
of the church. Censure them if what we discover is used 
to the harm and danger of mankind." It is possible 
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in a Christian university to produce men and women 
whose dedication to scientific truth is not an end in 
itself, but to whom such truths become instruments of 
responsible service under God, manifesting His glory 
and devoted to the good of all. Here again it is the 
redeeming love of the Cross that ·becomes the key. 
This love has its own dimensions of height and depth, 
before which we must stand in greater awe than before 
anything which the mind and ingenuity of man can pro-
duce. It is so deep that it had to carry the Son of God 
into the abyss of hell before any one of us could en joy 
the peace of forgiveness. It is so high that its reach em-
braces the universe - that same universe which we are 
still trying to penetrate and understand. For the sin 
that corrupted the nature of men has blighted also the 
rest of God's creation. The redemption accomplished 
upon the cross does not only affect mankind, but 
through the regeneration of mankind also works its 
blessing upon all the rest of creation. Height and 
depth without the Cross can separate men from the love 
of God. But they who have found the love of God in 
Christ Jesus will also find that whatever heights or 
depths the human mind and body reach remain within 
the limits of that love and, even when wicked men 
misuse such knowledge and power, they remain secure. 
This understanding and its application represents a 
height of its own as a task for the Christian university. 
Nels Ferre wrote: "Higher education, in order to 
climb in the direction of its own summit, needs to be-
come resolutely Christian. To make it as Christian as 
possible is as profound a task as has ever been offered 
to man by God." It is impossible to make higher edu-
cation Christian without centering it in the love of 
God in Christ. This, then, is our profound task and 
inescapable responsibility. How well are we doing it? 
IV. "Transcending Time" 
Is the university a place where time stands still? 
Sometimes a university is called an "ivory tower" bv 
those who wish to show that the usual academic com-
munity, or at least certain parts of it, lives an isolated 
existence, inhabiting a dream world far removed from 
reality. Preoccupied with the past, the inhabitants of 
such sheltered environs are unable either to understand 
the present or to prepare for the future. 
That this can happen, we readily admit. That it 
does happen here and there cannot be denied. But the 
fact remains that a university that seeks conscientiously 
to fulfill its obligations must be deeply involved in 
considerations of past, present and future. The three 
are inextricably entwined. There is always the tempta-
tion simply to inspect each of these aspects of time in 
isolation. But this is a temptation that must be re-
sisted. 
At the same time no thoughtful person can give serious 
consideration to understanding the present without 
recognizing its roots in the past. And as for the future, 
has it not always been the concern of all education that 
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the application of learning might at least take the ele-
ments of the present and so fashion them that out of 
such effor ts a more secure and abundant future might 
be assured? 
No matter where, then, we might look within our 
present scene, if it is to be at all comprehensible we 
arc forced to return to a reexamination of the past. 
How well could we evaluate the ferment on the Afri-
can continent without reviewing the imperialism of re-
cent centuries? Is the Russian revolution intelligible 
without a knowledge of the period of Tsarist rule 
which preceded it? Can the cataclysm of World War 
II be viewed apart from the settlement of World War 
I, or World War I be considered separately from the 
implications of the Franco-Prussian War? These are 
simplifications, I know, but the course of human his-
tory has taken strange turns because man has thought 
it possible to disregard the obvious. We cannot know 
our present world or discern our present predicament 
unless we are able truly to evaluate the past. 
And what of the future? What of things to come? 
The emerging outline of that bright new world of 
tomorrow we have already observed from a number of 
angles. We should so like to find in our tomorrow the 
assurance of peace and prosperity, yet peace and pros-
perity have always been the two conditions of human 
existence to which we have found it most difficult to 
adjust. But everywhere in our day the pattern of 
relative peace and prosperity which we now en joy is 
threatened by a troubled tomorrow. The rosy haze of 
its dawning cannot hide the ominous shadows stretch-
ing into the future. The crowdedness of our planet, 
the chilling winds of storm arising over political free-
dom and restraint, an armament race that has threatened 
to carry us beyond the point of no return, the quicken-
ing pressure of industrial automation and the resultant 
economic dislocations - these, among others, do not 
foreshadow easy days to come. While these movements 
gather momentum, a lonely voice here and there strives 
to make itself heard over the din of the juke box and 
the clatter of the cash register. What is being said? 
John Gunther, just returned from an extended visit 
abroad, recorded as his first disturbing impression of 
his homeland "the cynical immorality of my country." 
"What we have beaten in nature," he goes on to say, 
"we cannot conquer in ourselves." 
Standing at the present juncture in time, looking 
back upon the road we have come, attempting to peer 
into the future, the question inevitably rises: Must we 
be bound by the inexorable wheel of cause and effect 
which seems to govern human history? Are past, present, 
and future so closely related that there can be no way 
of breaking through? Much of the searching in history 
and philosophy that stimulates a university campus is 
related to this question. A few weeks ago a philosophy 
class of which I was a member sought in vain to dis-
cover in Aristotle any hope for the individual sinner, 
much less for a sinful humanity. Cause and effect was 
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such that he who persisted in viciousness was bound for-
ever to the consequences of his wrongdoing. Must this 
hopeless quest typify all searching? 
There is a way to break this cycle. Christian faith 
offers to the sinner the way to change the course of 
events. It must begin with God. We know full well 
how God used the past to offer power for the present 
and hope for the future. His working was not an in-
tervention in time, but the full utilization of time; not 
the discarding of history, but a fitting of His own 
plan into it. "When the fullness of time was come, 
God sent forth His Son ... " So God in the course of 
human history sent His only-begotten Son, to be born 
of a Virgin, to move about briefly over the hills and 
valleys of Palestine, to meet there His death, and on 
the third day to rise again. This is not tradition nor 
myth. It is history - brief as history goes, but long 
enough to accomplish all that the sinner needed to se-
cure his forgiveness, power to change his life and to 
provide him with hope for the future. Those who know 
and understand and believe this have found that, what· 
ever the past may have been, and whatever effects it 
may have had, faith can still make of all of them the 
ingredients of a new life as radically altered as that of 
the Apostle Paul himself, with all its wider ramifica-
tions. For this change was not limited to what it ac-
complished just in Paul himself. Think what the 
change in Paul's life did to the Christian Church, to 
the world of his day, and down to the world of our 
own time! When Christ as Redeemer and Lord, the 
truest expression of the love of God, enters human life, 
the whole of human history feels its effect. 
No amount of study and learning will ever have the 
power to stop time, to ignore all of its previous and 
manifold relationships, to start things all over again. 
But the Gospel of the Cross has power to transcend 
time without violating its sequential nature. Dare ,t 
university in its search for the meaning of the past, the 
present, and the future, ignore such truth and power? 
It may try, but a Christian university will rather strive 
to relate them. Within its environs it should be true 
indeed, "Neither things present nor things to come 
shall be able to separate us from the love of God which 
is in Christ Jesus our Lord." We can redeem time be-
cause God in Love through our Lord Jesus Christ has 
redeemed us. 
V. "Encompassing All Human Experience" 
We have talked this week of many things - of life 
and death, of angels, principalities and powers, of things 
present and things to come, of height and depth - all 
vast and comprehensive concepts· in their own right. 
Can there be anything else? St. Paul wished to omit 
nothing and so he added in conclusion, "nor any other 
creature." "No created thing" is the literal transla-
tion, and we are led by this expression to ponder all 
the varied domain that this inclusive term represents -
plant and animal, fish and fowl, insect and reptile. Did 
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Paul have anything speCific in mind? It is difficult 
to determine. His thought could well have moved be-
yond the realm of person to person relationships, for this 
was the day of the gladiator who often fought wild 
beasts for the entertainment of the public. This was 
the day of the Roman coliseum, of "panes et circenses," 
including the throwing of Christians to the lions. Paul 
reminded the Corinthians, "If after the manner of men 
I have fought with wild beasts at Ephesus, what ad· 
vantageth it me, if the dead rise not?" 
But far more hazardous than any threatenings of 
wild beasts, of natural perils on land or sea, were Paul's 
relationships with the highe t of all created things -
man himself. It is still so today. One by one the dan-
gers posed by other living creatures are being eliminated 
or at least mitigated. The relationships that still create 
as much peril as ever are those between one human 
being and another. We have seen how the first half 
of the Twentieth Century has produced monsters who 
can put Nero and Caligula to shame. But for every in-
famous villain, whose crimes cry out to heaven, there 
are hundreds of thousands whose callous and unthinking 
cruelty produces untold misery and suffering for hun-
dreds of thousands more. Some of you will remember 
the bitter remark of a egro school child during World 
War II who had found the perfect punishment for 
Hitler. "Simply paint him black and send him to the 
United States," she said. More recently, John Griffin, 
a Southern newspaper reporter, who felt he lacked sym-
pathy and understanding for the Negro, colored his 
skin and made a tour of four of our Southern states. 
After four weeks as a Negro, he commented, "I like to 
see good in the white man, but after this experience, 
it's hard to find it in the Southern white." Are Negroes 
in Chicago or Gary finding things any different? Or 
Valparaiso? Some years ago a Negro Christian friend 
of mine confided that it was a long time before he could 
convince himself that there was such a thing as a true 
white Christian. 
The history of human relationships abounds with in-
cidents such as these, revealing the tensions that remain 
to plague the human race in its effort to live together .. 
Differences in birth and wealth, race and nation, man-
agement and labor, partisan political loyalties, are not 
the healthy signs of vigorous competition when they set 
a man against his brother, incite suspicion and hatred, 
produce hostility and injustice, breed violence and war. 
Is it merely the task of a university to produce sound 
scholarship of such social phenomena, to dissect and 
analyze human behavior with scientific precision? Will 
it suffice to hope that the better we are able to diagnose, 
the better we shall also be able to prescribe? Prescrip-
tion and diagnosis are two different procedures, no 
matter how closely they may be inter-related. I believe 
that we can rightly hold that in the area of human re-
lations both diagnosis and prescription are the rightful 
province of a university's activity. To quote Nels Ferre 
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once again, "The university, instead of reflecting the 
world's faults, should offer its remedies." 
It is in the area of human relationships that the 
university can rise to its greatest heights. For of all 
created things that inhabit the world, man alone is 
destined for eternity. Whatever else a university may 
discover, whether it is a better way of increasing the 
food supply or a better way to measure cosmic rays, of 
what good are these if they do not serve all mankind 
and serve it well? To Jiscover the orderliness of na-
ture and to leave man himself in chaotic confusion 
would be the subversion of all true objectives of learning. 
And if then, above all, a university seeks to help man 
to know himself, to find meaning and purpose for his 
life, to enable him to live at peace with his brothers, the 
Christian university is best equipped to accomplish 
these things. For it has founJ and can use the one 
unifying factor that encompasses them all: the love of 
God in Christ Jesus our Lord. Without this unifying 
factor, as a friend once remarked to Kenneth Boulding, 
a university is "a city of God that is all suburbs." 
If a university is the mind of the world, can we call 
the Christian university a regenerated mind of the 
world, regenerated because all of its learning in all of 
its departments is now examined, studied, taught by 
those whose own minds, hearts, and wills have been 
touched by the love of God? This is a love that is not 
vague and amorphous, indulgent and undisciplined, but 
as sharp and decisive as the necessity for the death and 
resurrection of God's Son. Convinced of this we can 
echo the Apostle Paul's paean of confidence: "I am 
persuaded that neither deatl1 nor life, nor angels, nor 
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principalities, nor powers, nor things present, nor things 
to come, nor height, nor depth, nor any other creature 
shall be able to separate us from the love of God which 
is in Christ Jesus our Lord." Perhaps a higher educa-
tion in itself can do little to strengthen such mighty as-
surance, but it can do a great deal to undermine it. In 
a Christian university, however, we can find the ideal 
combination where all human experience is understood 
as being encompassed in the · love of God in Christ. 
In that respect such a university will only have reached 
the same goal sought and perhaps more readily achieved 
on the elementary educational level to which John M. 
Gross dedicated his life. There, in a Christian elemen-
tary school such as the one where John Gross and my 
father were once colleagues, God, man, and the world 
are first brought in an organized fashion to the atten-
tion of the child. There, where these great realities 
can be related in simpler terms and enveloped in the 
love of God, it is possible to begin the integration ol 
Christian life and learning. It must not stop here. The 
same understanding and the same faith must permeate 
every level of learning, culminating in the kind of learn-
ing worthy of a great university. I am not sure that in 
our Lutheran Church we have as · yet achieved it as 
completely as we would like on any level of education. 
But we must see the goal clearly before we can begin our 
striving, and Lent and Easter remain the great occasions 
which can truly bring this goal into focus. Christ dieJ. 
Christ rose. God lives. We live. Not separately. 
Not isolated. Not purposeless. But together under 
the love of God in Christ, now and always. Paul was 
persuaded that this could be so. Is everyone of you? 
robert charles brown 
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The Human Mr. Lincoln 
BY WILLIS D. BoYD 
Associate Professor of History 
Valparaiso University 
JN THIS month when we shall be celebrating the one-
hundredth anniversary of his first inauguration, thou-
sands of speeches will be made all over the land, praising 
Abraham Lincoln - his noble character, his political 
and military leadership in time of crisis, his conservative-
liberal philosophy, his tolerance and patience, his deep 
religious convictions, his bed-rock honesty, his sense of 
humor, his eloquence in written and spoken word. Even 
those few who have undertaken to debunk him and his 
memory have succeeded only in blurring the picture 
slightly around the edges. Indeed, they usually end 
up by raising doubts as to their own abilities as scholars, 
to say nothing of their reputation as gentlemen and 
patriots. In short, we have created an American myth 
of gigantic proportions. Here, in Lincoln, is truiy a 
genuine American saint, a folk hero whose shrine in 
Washington inspires reverence and profound emotional 
feeling. 
If I have called this image a myth, it is not out of 
any lack of appreciation for Lincoln, either as a man 
or as a public figure. In large measure, all these things 
the orators and patriots proclaim about him are true; 
and it is a tribute to the intelligence of the American 
people that they remember their Washingtons and 
Jeffersons, their Lincolns and Wilson and Roosevelts, 
while consigning to well-deserved oblivion their Warren 
Hardings and Huey Longs and Joe McCarthys. But the 
historian's task is still to separate myth from reality, 
whenever possible; to bring forth the real man and to 
set him against the background of his age; to raise again 
the old questions which have been posed ever since men 
began to keep written records: Why are some men des-
tined for greatness beyond all expectation? Is it merely 
chance, an accident of time and place? Why do some 
men rise above their troubles while others drown in 
them? 
Some things can be pushed from our minds but not 
denied: the mystery of our roles on earth; the great 
questions at the beginning and the end of our existence; 
questions of meaning and purpose which, however hard 
we try, cannot be answered with that aboslute proof 
which is so dear to our hearts. So we try to go on as 
though the basic mystery did not exist. We create a 
limited world; we get on with the business of living, 
making decisions, choosing directions though we can 
not see the consequences; trying to find answers, though 
we doubt them even as we assert their truth. One con-
temporary Lincoln scholar has said it for us: "To know 
the truth of history is to realize its ultimate myth and 
its inevitable ambiguity." 
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Perhaps it is just this mysterious factor that make5 
Lincoln so attractive to Americans. He was as con-
tradictory as his fellow citizens, as paradoxical as the 
land that bore him: driven 0y ambition, yet withdrawn 
and self-depreciating; self-reliant on the surface but 
filled with self-doubt underneath; idealistic, almost 
mystical in his vision of America, yet as pragmatic and 
common-sensical as Ben Franklin in his everyday de-
ctswns. All his life was a quest for identity that has 
now been achieved to a degree he himself would never 
have believed possible. Lincoln seems to us today to 
exemplify the very special kind of excellence a democ-
racy ought to produce. 
The Undistinguished Lincoln 
There is little in Lincoln's early life to distinguish 
him from his contemporaries. (This, in itself, might 
serve as a lesson in humility to teachers, who all too 
often tend to classify and judge their students on the 
basis of quiz scores or the ability to write a certain kind 
of paragraph or to repeat a favorite point of view.) Born 
in poverty on the frontier, he was certainly less favored 
than most in physical appearance. His cousin, Den-
nis Hanks, was asked once whether Abe had been a 
good-looking baby. "Well, now," he drawled, "he 
looked just like any other baby at first - like a red 
cherry pulp squeezed dry." Then he added: "And he 
didn't improve none as he growed older." During the 
famous debates of 1858, Douglas called Lincoln two-
faced. Instantly Abe was on his feet with the rejoinder: 
"I leave it to my audience. If I had another face, do 
you think I would wear this one?" 
The men Lincoln worked for as a youth were not un-
commonly impressed by his diligence. Witness the 
testimony of a farmer in 1829: "I say Abe was awful 
lazy; he would laugh and talk and crack jokes and tell 
stories all the time. He said to me one day that his 
father had taught him to work, but never learned him 
to love it." 
Lincoln's relations with the opposite sex do not pro-
vide much ammunition for the match-makers of the 
modern world. His first proposal to a Miss Mary 
Owens concluded: "My opinion is that you had 
better not do it." Needless to say, she didn't! His ini-
tial encounter with Mary Todd, the future Mrs. Lin-
coln, was at a ball in Springfield where he told her: 
"I should like to dance with you in the worst way." 
Mary agreed after it was all over that he had danced 
exactly as promised. As for the tragic love story o! 
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Abe and Anne Rutledge, scholars all conclude that this 
is pure fiction. 
Lincoln was defeated for office far more often than 
he was victorious, and when, in 1846, he was at last 
elected Congressman from Illinois on the Whig ticket, 
his challenge to President Polk on the issue of United 
States aggression in Mexico, his jibes on the floor of 
the House that the whole business made him think of the 
farmer who said: "I aint greedy about land, I only 
want what jines mine" - all this caused him to be de-
feated in 1848. He returned to obscurity for another 
decade while the sectional-slavery conflict mounted 
around him. 
When Lincoln did begin to express himself, his 
answers seemed neither bold nor imaginative nor pro-
found. Perhaps, he mused, the Negro should be re-
turned to Africa - but how to do it? Slavery must not 
be allowed to spread to the West - yet we are duty-
bound under the Constitution to protect it. Human 
bondage is a sin - but immediate, unequivocal emanci-
pation is not the answer. He was charged with playing 
politics, with failure to face the issues squarely, with 
ch:mging sides under pressure. 
The Practical Lincoln 
Whether Lincoln was "conservative" or "liberal" is 
unknowable, at least under the connotation we today ap-
ply to these elusive terms, reading into them concepts 
which Lincoln could never have known. What he said 
has been taken out of context and treated as if it were 
a Biblical passage for a Sunday sermon or, worse yet, we 
resort to the baldest conjecture as to what he would 
have done in this or that situation. 
Statesmanship has been defined as "effective use of 
power in pursuit of some conscious goal, a goal that 
must reflect wisdom and morality, too; a neat combi-
nation of 'the art of the possible' with firm principle." 
Flexible, expedient whenever necessary, Lincoln had a 
conservative devotion to law and order, a distrust of 
ill-digested reform schemes. Nevertheless, he held a 
liberal view of mankind, but without that softness of 
heart and head that imagines Heaven to be just within 
reach. Lincoln recognized man's limited ability to pro-
gress, to attain that ultimate perfection of the philoso-
pher's dream. He was, therefore, willing to accept 
limited goals. "Let men not promise what they ought 
not," he said, "lest they be called upon to perform what 
they can not." 
George Kennan, in an article in the Atlantic Monthly 
several months ago, maintained that even the wisest 
person can scarcely know the likely end results of his 
acts and that this is especially true in the government 
of men. There is an irony, Kennan says, about the 
intentions of statesmen and the results they achieve. 
And so, he concludes, method is all-important; for if a 
statesman can never .fully know what he is doing, he 
can know how he is doing it. We can be sure that, in 
the long run, good methods will be, in some ways, use-
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ful; and that bad methods will be, in some way, per-
nicious. If a man or a nation or a society behaves badly, 
therefore, even the most worthy of purposes will be 
perverted. This, I believe, Lincoln came to under-
stand more fully than most of us ever do. 
Yet we are always shocked to recall the vicious attacks 
that were made upon him during his lifetime by politi-
cians and editors, yes, even by clergymen. "Lincoln 
the baboon" ... "the Kentuck mule" ... "the Illinois 
beast" ... "a joke incarnate" - they called him all 
these things, and worse. All the things we cherish 
about his remembrance today were ridiculed in his life-
time: his inaugural addresses, his state papers, his eman-
cipation proclamation and the program that followed 
it, the Gettysburg Address. The last-named was des-
cribed by the newspapers as "silly," "flat," and "dish-
watery." It is remarkable the extent to which a man 
so reviled could rise to become a national hero. 
People even begrudged him his humor. They felt it 
undignified, unbecoming to the head of a nation in 
such deadly peril. And they were not much appeased 
when he apologized with the heart-rending plea that 
he laughed because he must not cry. 
There is a charming story about two Quaker ladies 
who were discussing the rival leaders, Lincoln and 
Jefferson Davis -
"I think Jefferson will succeed," said the first lady. 
"Why does thee think so?" 
"Because Jefferson is a praying man." 
"And so is Abraham a praying man." 
"Yes," countered the first lady, "but the Lord will 
think Abraham is only joking." 
Lincoln was not unaware of this criticism but, like 
all public figures, he became reconciled to it. "If the 
end brings me out all right," he said once, "what is 
said against me won't amount to anything. If the end 
brings me out wrong, ten angels swearing I was right 
would make no difference." 
Harassed, encumbered, misunderstood, misrepresent-
ed, maligned, derided for most of his good impulses, 
thoughts, and deeds, Lincoln looks sadder year by year 
in his photographs. And no wonder! 
An elderly woman once asked him: "How can you 
speak kindly of your enemies when you would rather 
destroy them?" 
"Madam," he replied, "do I not destroy them when 
I make them my friends?" 
The heart is often the high road to reason; tact and 
human understanding the vehicles of travel. 
The Dedicated Lincoln 
The sources of Lincoln's strength and wisdom appear 
to have lain in two convictions to which he held as a 
matter of principle. The first of these was a belief in 
the equality of all men before the law; the second, a 
deep regard for the worth of the individual. Though 
not a conventional Church-going American, Lincoln 
possessed a sincere and abiding religious faith. Even 
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a cursory examination of his speeches shows a thinking 
steeped in Biblical lore. Lincoln saw the guiding 
hand of God in human affairs and a divine law that 
man could apprehend. For the corollary to the exis-
tence of a supernatural power is surely the existence of 
a supernatural law. 
Lincoln saw the Declaration of Independence and the 
federal Constitution of 1787 as the best human approxi-
mations of the spirit of this divine law. He found in 
these documents a balance between freedom and authori-
ty, between government and the individual. To the 
ancient question: "Who shall rule whom?" there is no 
absolute answer. Someone, obviously, must acquiesce. 
Lincoln wholeheartedly subscribed to the American 
answer that the most practical solution is majority rule 
with the right of the minority protected by law and 
equity. And since he found the basic institutions of 
the United States so agreeable to his own most deeply 
held convictions, Lincoln had no narrow conception of 
America's destiny. He was supremely conscious of his 
country's world mission, of the power of her example 
in this seeking world. America was, he said, "the last, 
best hope of earth." 
The great problem of Lincoln's day was slavery. 
Slavery gave a tone of hypocrisy to the claim that our 
national life symbolized the democratic cause. Slavery 
endangered the success of the Amercian mission. As 
early as 1854, in the controversy over Kansas and Ne-
braska, Lincoln had written to his friend, Joshua Speed: 
Our progress in degeneracy appears to me to be 
pretty rapid. As a nation we began by declar-
ing that "all men are created equal." Now 
we practically read it "all men are created 
equal except Negroes, and foreigners, and 
Catholics." When it comes to this, I shall pre-
fer emigrating to some country where they 
make no pretense of loving liberty - to Russia, 
for instance, where despotism can be taken 
pure, and without the base alloy of hypocrisy. 
Yet Lincoln's approach to the problem was fair. He 
refused to criticize the Southern people, saying again 
and again that they were no more or less than Northern-
ers in an identical situation would be. Lincoln had 
no personal race prejudice. He always avowed that no 
man was good enough to govern another without his 
consent, and he saw clearly that it was the racial as-
pect - not the political or economic considerations -
that tormented the nation. But "a universal feeling, 
whether ill or well-founded, can not be safely disre-
garded," he sadly reported. 
The fact that conditions at any given time seem to 
belie Jefferson's words on human. equality did not de-
press Lincoln unduly. "All men are created equal" is 
a symbolic proposition to which the nation was dedi-
cated at its birth - a propostion to be worked out by 
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each generation, always open to argument and to recon-
sideration. "I am a living witness," Lincoln said in 
1864, "that any one of your children may look to come 
here (to the Presidency) as my father's child has." The 
war was fought, he proclaimed, "in order that each of 
you may have through this free government .. . an 
open field and a fair chance for your industry, enter-
prise, and intelligence; that you may all have equal 
privileges in the race of life, with all its desirable 
human aspirations." 
Lincoln's Day and Ours 
How familiar the agonies of the 1850's sound when 
we look back to our own 1950's - whether translated 
into domestic issues which are still interwoven with the 
race problem or into the terminology of the internation-
al Cold War. Lincoln met the problems of his genera-
tion by firmly holding to the twin concepts of the equal-
ity of all men before Lhe law and the worth of the indi-
vidual. It is difficult to say how far a reconsideration, 
a rededication, to these concepts could go in helping 
us see our way through our present difficulties. Many 
of us arc inclined to shrug our shoulders and say, "But 
things are not that simple any more in 1960." One 
wonders how simple things seemed to those who were 
enmeshed in the tragic train of events that makes 1861 
memorable a century later. Might it not be that the 
apparent simplicity of those days, and of their events, 
is merely another indication of the advantages of ex-
perience and of historical hindsight? 
Lincoln was an ordinary human being like the rest 
of us, but one who had grown in experience with his 
fellowmen and had acquired, somehow, an extraordi-
nary degree of wisdom which enabled him to see both 
the ethical ought-to-be and the practical facts-as-they-arc. 
Most men can go through life neatly sidestepping 
issues. But great men must at times take a position 
if they are to play their true roles. Unfortunately, we 
do not always recognize the moment of decision when 
it comes. Issues such as Lincoln faced in 1861 - and 
which, in other forms, we face in 1961 - seldom appear 
in absolute, clear-cut patterns. They are complicated 
by non-moral factors that will allow the small man to 
shift, to hedge, to procrastinate. Sometimes, however, 
in a man's life there can be no escape: objective neutral-
ity becomes the illusion we always feared it would be. 
Lincoln came up against a moral issue and was forced 
to take a stand. Lincoln made his decision. He did 
what he felt was right, even though it meant civil war, 
disunion, and tragedy on a historical scale. 
Shortly before he died, he summed it all up in the 
last paragraph of his second inaugural address: "With 
malice toward none, with charity for all, with firmness 
in the right as God gives us to see the right, let us strive 
on to finish the work we are in." 
15 
The Theatre 
How Avante-Garde Can You Get? 
Bv WALTER SoRELL 
Drama Editor 
M ORE OFTEN THAN not extreme avant-gardism is a symptom pointing to a disease, to something 
that is seriously wrong in the state of the world and 
finding its reflection in the theatre. Two great attacks 
against the well-made play have successfully led to new 
forms and isms, and the third one is undoubtedly 
upon us. 
In the 1880's the fossilized superficiality of a Sardou 
or Scribe caused the emergence of naturalism and the 
extremes of romanticism sent the pendulum swinging 
in the direction of radical realism. The outer turmoil 
and inner despair as presentiment and consequence of 
World War I resulted in the expressionistic outcry 
which was superseded by Brecht's epic theatre and 
O'Neill's super-naturalism. But the 1920's were the 
seedbed of more wars, more changes, more isms. 
The world envisioned by the genius of Kafka, with its 
psychotic quirks and surrealistic overtones, was let loose. 
It led to existentialism after World War II and to that 
unrealistic, but only too real, world of the Becketts and 
Ionescos. 
It cannot be doubted that we are in the midst of a 
tremendous new movement against the old world we 
know, against the form of yesterday, a movement that 
will lead to something entirely new and probably be 
surprisingly different from what it seems to be at the 
moment. The grime, garbage, and gibberish ·waves will 
pass us as fads of our time, as propagandistic asides of 
a period in transition, but they will have functioned as 
forerunners of the isms of the 1960's and 70's. 
As dadaism was a concomitant of an earlier period 
we have, in all the arts, the gruesome growths of sick 
minds today too. Perhaps with the slight variant that to 
be nuts has often become commercial in our time -
which only proves that the ordinary mind has caught 
the fever of despair with which the modern artists re-
create the image of our existence. Maybe our entire 
approach to art has changed, and if for no other reason 
than the only apparently inconsequential fact that the 
notion of immortality has lost its meaning in a world 
daily threatened by total, or almost total, destruction. 
These were my thoughts while viewing Edward Al-
bee's new play, "The American Dream." It is a sardonic 
satire on what the title says. It pokes at as many bub-
bles and balloons as keep us dreaming and afloat. He 
wrote it with foam of fury on his lips, full of auto-
biographical loathing, and in the Ionesco method of 
semantic trickeries, clever illogicalness, and logical con-
fusion. It often comes dangerously close to crudeness 
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and, what is worse, to boredom through its repetitive 
tone and single-minded fashion. But before he lets it 
happen a surprising turn of a commonplace sentence 
in uncommon context usually saves the situation and 
the play. 
It is more difficult to speak of its content since it 
only lies in the visualizJ.tion of people in prolix pro-
files and in the accumulative effect of nonsense finally 
making sense. To question the obviously illegible and 
the illicitly logical would lead nowhere. One must 
submit, as one had to with the earlier works of Ionesco, 
to the quoddities of incomprehensible confessions in 
an unreal reality. A man married for the virtue o[ 
his money-making gift by a dronelike matriarch has 
tubes inside where the ulcer once devoured his inner 
man. The wife repays for her life of leisure with the 
bare minimum of what the law demands from her on 
his behalf. Subtitled: Love life. A zany character, 
the wife's mother, is bossed by both and, bossing the 
couple, she emerges as the freshest figure of the lot. 
Harangues, threats, wild gestures characterize the family 
life. There is a visitor, chairwoman of a club, who, 
invited for no purpose, seems to be in search of her 
identity, as all the other characters are. When she is 
asked to feel comfortable and to take off her dress, 
she does so and sits in her slip. The plumbing is as 
important as getting one's satisfaction. A young man 
appears as the epitome of the American dream: hand-
some, muscular, selling himself for money. He would 
do anything for an easy buck, even go to bed with 
Grandma. He tells her he is an identical twin and has 
lost his better ego somewhere somehow somewhen. He 
ends up as Mommy's gigolo. 
But the play has no end, as little as it has a beginning. 
Albee lets it run for an hour without intermission. He 
knows why. It is a one-idea play on a one-way street. 
When Jonesco wrote his "Rhinoceros" as a full-length 
play (although it is a one-act idea) he had to give up 
his gibberish trademark and make concessions to the 
traditional theatre. "Endgame" is a long one-act play. 
Only "Waiting for Godot," by sheer force of its own 
momentum, holds your attention through two long 
acts. Their own limitations are inherent in the non-
existent dramaturgy of these avant-garde plays. The 
theatre has its merciless laws, but often tolerates acts 
of misdemeanor. In fact, it may enjoy them, as in 
Albee's case. But when holding its day of judgment, 
it can be strict to the point of being cruel. For fads its 
punishment is oblivion. 
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From the Chapel 
Good Things to Come 
BY THE REVEREND DANIEL E. PoELLOT 
Associate Professor of Religion 
Conc01·dia Teachers College 
River Forest, Illinois 
But Christ being come an high priest of good things to 
come, by a greater and more perfect tabernacle, not made with 
hands, that is to say, not of this building; neither by the blood of 
goats and calves, but by his awn blood he entered in once into 
the holy place, having obtained eternal redemption for us. For 
if the blood of bulls and of goats, and the ashes of an heifer 
sprinkling the unclean, sanctifieth to the purifying of the flesh, 
how much more shall the blood of Christ, who through the eternal 
Spirit offered himself without spot to God, purge your conscience 
from dead works to serve the living God? And for this cause he 
is the mediator of the new testament, that by means of death, 
for the redemption of the transgressions that were under the first 
testament, they which are called might receive the promise of 
eternal inheritance. Hebrews 9:11-15 
N OT TOO LONG AGO one of our national maga-zines published a special issue with the title: "The 
Good Life." With all the skills of the editorial and 
graphic arts it exalted the unparalled standards of ex-
cellence which the classes and the masses of our genera-
tion are privileged to enjoy in abundance. And the 
implication is that there is still more of everything good 
to come. 
But in that same issue a sober editorial makes the 
perceptive comment: "Conceivably we might some day 
find ourselves, after some final victory over our environ-
ment, at rest in the 'empty, swept and garnished house' 
of St. Matthew 12:44; and even if all its inhabitants 
are decent, fed, adjusted, well-intentioned and purged 
by psychoanalysis, their last state will be worse than 
their first." And so the good things to come can be 
like the fruits of the Dead Sea region and turn to ashes 
as man attempts to enjoy them. 
But there is a more excellent way. Before us in this 
morning's worship is the Epistle for Passion Sunday. 
And out of the setting of Lent with its message of the 
Victorious Sacrifice it likewise speaks to us today of 
"good things to come." May the Holy Spirit of God 
give us a faithfilled understanding to grasp the mean-
ing of these words for us. 
The "good things to come" - what are they? The 
Apostle identifies one of them when he says: "The 
blood of Christ, who through the eternal Spirit offered 
himself without spot to God, shall purge your conscienc.e 
from dead works to serve the living God." This is a 
far cry from the concept of the good life shared by our 
contemporary world. Men have enslaved themselve.> 
to the pursuit of creature comforts, peace of mind, and 
material security - as ends in themselves or, at best, as 
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means to an end which will be of advantage to those 
who excel in the pursuit. Men have taken the hori-
zontal approach in accepting their successes with pride 
and their frustrations with the dogged determination 
that man shall yet succeed. Seldom is there any relation 
of the human to the divine, of achievement and progress 
to Him who "giveth us richly all things to enjoy" and 
in whose service alone the soul can come to a rest from 
its labors and to a sense of fulfillment. 
To speak critically of what man has done does not 
necessarily mean to discourage human striving or to 
underrate the pursuit of achievement in man's effort 
to overcome adversities and solve the problems of his 
life. The purpose is, rather, to raise the works of 
man to their ultimate value by directing their final 
aim to the infinitely higher level of the service of God, 
to break through the field of self-centered, involutional 
effort and to direct the powers which God has given up-
ward to Him from whom they came. The contrast is 
between death and life, between dead works and the 
service of the living God, between that which leaves 
man cold and that which thrills and satisfies. 
When, therefore, we strive for excellence in academic 
effort, for competence in the skills of a profession, or 
for proficiency in service to humankind, it is possible for 
us to rise above dead performance to living achievement 
as we direct it all above and beyond the commonplace 
to the rna jestic, invest the material with the spiritual, 
and turn bondage to the creature into the liberty of 
service to the living God. 
This is one of the "good things to come" of whic.:h 
the Apostle speaks. Here is real value and meaning 
for earthly vocation. The really good things to come 
do not consist in the accumulation of wealth, the con-
quest of disease, the removal of social injustice, the en-
joyment of luxury, or the death of ignorance, but all of 
these, and more, will be really good things in the mea-
sure in which they are related to man's service of the 
living God. 
But there are even better things to come. The 
Apostle writes: "For this cause Christ is the mediator 
of the new testament, that by means of death, for the 
redemption of the transgressions that were under the 
first testament, they which are called might receive the 
promise of eternal inheritance." The eternal inheri-
tance - only faith and hope can grasp the meaning of 
this thought. Here is where human language falters 
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and fails, and the loftiest thoughts of the greatest minds 
extend themselves only to frustration. Our age has 
grown calloused to the glowing descriptions of manv 
good things as the hucksters of materialism exalt their 
wares and exhaust the vocabulary of excellence and 
value. We have reached the point where we are seldom 
amazed at anything and where we may even lose the 
sense of wonder at the things of God. In that which 
touches the "eternal inheritance" no human tongue, 
mine least of all, can be adequate, for "eye hath not 
seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart 
of man, the things which God hath prepared for them 
that love Him." 
Only the Holy Spirit of God can give us an apprecia-
tion of the excellence of that good thing to come that 
the Apostle calls the "eternal inheritance." But He has 
moved the holy men of God to pull all the stons of 
language to reproduce the symphony of glory that is 
eternal life. In that life all the evils of time will be 
known no more, and death will be overcome, and the 
elect will be glorified, and there will be no ending ot 
that life, and in the presence of God there will be joy 
and blessedness forever. Perhaps the most meaningful 
of all the Scriptures that deal with those good things 
to come is that spoken by the voice from heaven in the 
Revelation: "Behold, the tabernacle of God is with 
men, and He will dwell with them, and they shall be His 
people, and God Himself shall be with them and be 
their God. And God shall wipe away all tears from 
their eyes; and there shall be no more death, neither 
sorrow, nor crying, neither shall there be any more 
pain, for the former things are passed away." 
These are the good things to come. And what is 
their source? This is where the passage before us be-
comes particularly appropriate for this season of the 
church year. For these good things to come are made 
available to every man not by any material sacrifice, not 
by the combined resources of human w,isdom and earthly 
skill, not by the efforts of man to strive and struggle 
for worthiness or to cipture them by force a~d violence, 
but alone by Him whom the Apostle here sets before us 
as the "high priest of good things to come," by the 
mediation of God's own Son, our Savior, Jesus Christ. 
The good things are His to give. He earned an<l 
bought them. Reaching back into the worship life of 
God's people in times long past, and drawing on the 
symbolism of the Old Testament, the Apostle declares 
of Christ that "by a greater and more perfect tabernacle, 
not made with hands, that is to say, not of this building, 
neither by the blood of goats and calves, but by His 
own blood He entered in once unto the holy place, 
having obtained eternal redemption for us." 
In Him and through Him the good things to come 
are ours. As by the power of His Holy Spirit we are 
called to faith and kept in the faith, the present be-
comes for us a service of the living God and our future 
lies contained in the promise of our eternal inheritance. 




----8 y G. G.----
Dear Editor: 
Say, what do you think about this idea of bringing 
all the Methodists and Presbyterians and Christians and 
Episcopalians together into one big church? I just 
read about it last night when I finally got around to 
going through the stack of TIMEs that I have been 
accumulating and it sure looks like a good idea to me. 
l t's going t<,> take a big Protestant church to keep the 
Cathol ics in place. 
If it wasn't for the Episcopalians, I would like to 
see us Lutherans get in on this, too. I can't stand 
bishops because they look too much like Catholics w 
me. But what we could do is try to organize a big 
church of our own. \Ve could get the Baptists, may-
be, and some of the smaller Bible churches to go with 
us, and start a Conservative Christian Church. I've 
been checking the figures in the Wm·ld Almanac and 
according to them just the Lutherans and the Baptists 
together would make 25,000,000 members, which would 
be two or three million more than the other crowd 
would have. 
I guess it would take a little give and take to get us 
and the Baptists together, but it would be worth it 
when you stop to think what a powerful organization 
we would be. We could really ~ie things up if we 
wanted to. And really, as far as I can see, we're not too 
far apart now. It's not actually a sin to dunk people 
instead of sprinkling them, and if they want to wait 
until kids are fourteen or so to do it I don't see that it 
does any harm. But they would have to give in to us 
on things like drinking and smoking which I think are 




P.S. - I got the book you sent me, the book of Concord. 
What do you want me to do with it, review it? If so, 
please send me the author's name. It isn't on the 
cover. I haven't had a chance to do more than just 
glance through it but it doesn't look like the sort ot 
thing that would appeal to our readers. 
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The Music Room 
Intellect and Emotion in Music 
----- ------------------------ - 8 y WALTER A . HAN 5 EN 
poR MANY YEARS those who busy themselves with 
what is called the philosophy of music have been 
asking whether a composition must appeal to the in-
tellect as well as to the emotions. 
One could easily write ten or twelve big books about 
this subject without giving a definitive answer. As a 
matter of fact, almost any conclusion would be un-
mistakably subjective. 
Every composition from the pen of Johann Sebastian 
Bach appeals powerfully to my intellect. · But do all 
the works written by this great craftsman affect my 
emotions with the same power? Do they all give me 
the same kind of pleasure? The answer is No. Why? 
·Because in my opinion some of Bach's compositions 
are melodically dry in spite of the fabulous mastery 
with wh:ch they are constructed. But is this statement 
itself not based on an emotional reaction? The answer 
is Yes. Would ten, twelve, or even a thousand books 
on the moot subject of what is know as the philosophy 
of music ever completely satisfy anyone? I wonder 
whether it is ever possible for a normal person to di-
vorce his emotions from his intellect. 
My emotional response is ecstatic when I come under 
the spell of Bach's fabulous craftmanship. But I am 
doubly ecstatic when I listen to those works of his in 
which this fabulous craftsmanship is combined with 
melodic elements I consider beautiful and uplifting. 
The skill of Ludwig van Beethoven - both as a 
melodist and as a master of form - invariably makes 
me ecstatic. So do the wonderful songs composed by 
Franz Schubert. I have a similar feeling when I note 
the extraordinary inventiveness of Frederic Chopin, the 
remarkable resourcefulness of Johannes Brahms, the 
revolutionary skill of Richard Wagner, and the ele-
mental power containecl in the works of Bela Bartok. 
The emotional response is great, and the intellect re-
acts with equal power. 
Many, I know, will find fault with what I am saying; 
but one usually gets exactly nowhere when trying to 
make a clear-cut and foolproof distinction between in-
tellectual and emotional reactions in the domain of 
music. 
Let me illustrate this by mentioning some recent ex-
periences. A few months ago I went to Georgia to hear 
a group of Sacrecl Harp Shape Note Singers who had 
assembled from Georgia, Alabama, ·and Tennessee. My 
curiosity was unbounded when I took my seat in the 
little frame church in which these devotees of a time-
honored method of sight-singing demonstrated the skill 
they had acquired and at the same time gave free rein 
to their religious fervor. But five minutes of listening 
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was more than enough for me. I found this type ot 
singing indescribably dull and drab. Nevertheless, I 
did not question the devotion and the sincerity of the 
singers. They seemed to be ecstatically happy. To me, 
however, the melodies they used were pitifully pedes-
trian and monotonous. 
Shortly before this I had heard a concert ·.levoted 
largely to compositions employing what is known as 
the twelve-tone row. To me this was an experience 
somewhat mathematical in character. Although the 
music was fascinating to the intellect, most of it failed 
dismally to appeal to my emotions at their best. It was 
impossible to divorce the intellectual response from 
the emotional reaction. For the most part my emo-
tions remained as cold as a dog's snout. Now and then, 
of course, they bristled up. This concert was presentecl 
to a group of music critics in Chattanooga, a·nd I have 
reason to believe that most of the writers who were 
present shared my response. 
There was one notable exception so far as this pro~ 
gram was concerned. I am referring to an absorbing 
Sonatina for Clarinet and Piano from the pen of an un-
usually gifted and resourceful young composer whom I 
have known for a number of years. This man's name 
is John Boda. Believe me, I am not singling him out 
for special praise because he is a fellow Lutheran; for 
I am not addicted to evaluating music on the basis ol 
religion. I am striving to be completely objective in 
my judgment. 
John was born in Wisconsin in 1922. He is an excep-
tionally able pianist, and he has studied music extensive-
ly and zealously. In 1946 he was winner in a national 
competition for the distinction of serving as apprentice 
conductor of the Cleveland Orchestra under George 
Szell. A short time before this I had heard John play 
the piano, and I realized at once that he is an artist to 
the core. Mr. Szell spoke highly of him to me. 
John has now received nationwide recognition as :t 
composer. A Sinfonia from his pen - commissioned hy 
the American Music Center under a grant from the 
Ford Foundation - was performed for the first time in 
Knoxville last December under David Van Vactor. Sub· 
sequently it was presented by the Oklahoma City Sym· 
phony Orchestra and by the Rochester (N.Y.) Phil-
harmonic Orchestra. 
Since 1947 John has been a member of the faculty of 
Florida State University in Tallahasee. I have been 
told that he is thinking of writing a large choral work 
- a mass perhaps or a setting of the Credo. 
John is a composer with much to say. His work ap· 
peals strongly to my intellect as well as to my emotion.;. 
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The Fine Arts 
Facing Christ 
---------------------8 y A D A L B E R T R A P H A E L KRETZMANN 
"I take, 0 Cross, thy shadow 
For my abiding place. 
I ask no other sunshine than 
The sunshine of His face: 
Content to let the world go by, 
To know no gain nor loss, 
My sinful self my only shame, 
My glory all, the Cross." 
THE VIA DOLOROSA in Jerusalem is a mean little 
alley. Not all the love of the centuries has been 
able to make it more. Following His pilgrim feet, the 
hosts of the faithful from every land and every tongue 
have gone up after Him. Where legend has it that He 
stopped, they stopped. In this way the solemn walk, 
which is no more than a few good city blocks, is made 
longer and the time for meditation is prolonged. 
The hurry of our time - the rapid getting to and fro 
between the holy place and us - has not increased the 
speed with which the pilgrims move along the holy way. 
You feel the burden of the Cross upon your back. lt 
was my Cross He· carried through the narrow way. Along 
the way there are the chapels or stones set in the wall to 
mark the road He went to Calvary. 
At Station Six they say a woman of Jerusalem came 
down to wipe the mingled blood and sweat from Jesus' 
face and that the imprint of His face was left on the 
veil with which she had wiped it. She got her name, 
Veronica, from her act of love and mercy because "Ver-
onica" means "the true image." The legend has no 
basis in our Gospel but still it brings a lovely lesson 
for the Passiontide. 
Veronicas are many in our church. They find that 
love and mercy reaching out leaves something holy 
and unforgettable in their hands. Once you have seen 
His face in all its agony, and sweat, and blood, and 
shame, you have a lasting image to take home with you. 
This is the image we .must keep. Each day we see more 
clearly than the day before, "THIS WAS FOR ME!" 
We keep the image always with us in our hearts and 
homes. He gave this gift to all mankind. The legend 
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- Elizabeth C. Clephane 
is true, for, "once I see Him as He is, that image will 
abide and it becomes a part of me, my treasure and 
my hope." 
The moderns try to find a way to say that this be-
longs to every age and is a part of us. Gabriel Max 
and Irving Amen have used the best techniques of 
modern times to make the story live. W·e reproduce 
herewith the 1956 production of Toni Schneider-Man-
zel. It is one of the Stations of the Cross from the par-
ish church of Liesing, outside Vienna. It shows the 
characteristic sense of understanding and respect for 
Form even whi le keeping itself free from realism of 
the photographic type. All of the Liesing stations are 
highly interesting but certainly, outside of the Cruci-
fixion itself, this is the most moving and expressive. 
Note the lit tle impression of the veil in the upper right 
hand corner. It counterbalances the flow of the com-
position along the shaft of the cross. 
The kneeling figure could be anyone. It becomes 
symbolic of all those who mercifully seek to relieve 
misery and pain. It is all of us kneeling to gain the 
"true image" of the Redeemer. 
Thomas Kelly had the right answer when, in 1804, 
he wrote: 
"Ye who think of sin but lightly 
Nor suppose the evil great 
Here may view its nature rightly, 
Here its guilt may estimate. 
Mark the Sacrifice appointed, 
See who bears the awful load; 
'Tis the WORD, the LORD'S ANOINTED, 
Son of Man and Son of God." 
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BOOKS OF THE MONTH 
The answer to the question, "Why can't 
Johnny read?", can be divided, like an-
cient Gaul, into three parts: l. because 
Johnny's parents don't read; 2. because 
Johnny's teachers don't read; and 3. be-
cause, as a result, both parents and teachers 
keep trying to make Johnny read stuff 
which they heard somebody describe as a 
classic but which Johnny, who has at least 
looked into the book, quite properly consi-
ders a crashing bore. 
Quae cum ita sunt, the strategy for get-
ting Johnny to read quite obviously requires 
correcting the notions that parents and 
teachers have about what he ought to read. 
There was, be it granted, long ago a genera-
tion of toddlers which (probably for lack 
of anything else to read) slogged their way 
through a specimen of kid lit. which bore 
the formidable title, The Sincere Milk of the 
Word, Drawn from the Breasts of Both 
Testaments. That generation has long since 
waxed and waned and been gathered to its 
fathers. The generation which currently 
baffles and delights us seems impervious 
alike to edification and to whimsy. And yet 
it will read, and read with delight, if we 
leave the right books around to be picked 
up, cautiously tasted, and succumbed to. 
But what are the right books? Certainly 
not The Collected Papers of Col. E. M. 
House but, equally certain, not the inane 
stuff of the Gweat Big Wed Firetwuck 
genre, either. It is one thing to make al-
lowances for a child's limited background 
and vocabulary. It is quite another, and 
deadly, thing to underestimate a child's 
intelligence. The key to understanding 
children is to recognize that they are des-
perately anxious to stop being children and 
grow up. The parent, looking back upon 
childhood through a romantic haze, is al-
ways tempted to feed the child the kind of 
literary fare he imagines he would be read-
ing if he could return to childhood. The 
child, impatient to be a grown-up, wants 
books that will admit him, if only vicarious-
ly, into a world from which his tender age 
excludes him. 
Comes now the Young People's Literature 
Board of the Lutheran Church - Missouri 
Synod (What child could fail to be de-
lighted by the grand and rolling magnifi-
cence of that title?) with a little 52-page 
annotated bibliography entitled Notable 
Books for Christian Children. It is a good 
list, the best single list we know of. It in-
cludes some three hundred books under 
twelve subject headings: applied science, 
biographies, classics-folklore-language-poetry, 
fiction, fine arts, history, "picture and easy," 
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A Valuable Checklist 
reading and aids, reference, religion, science, 
and social science. Each entry includes, in 
addition to the standard information on 
title, author, publication date, and price, 
such additional useful information as classi-
fication by age and grade, identification 
under the Dewey Decimal System, and the 
Concordia Publishing House catalog num-
ber. The brief annotations are very well 
done. 
There are some minor points on which 
we would be inclined to quibble. It seems 
unfortunate that the Grosset edition of 
The Tale of Peter Rabbit is listed rather 
than the Warne edition which contains the 
charming illustrations which, to some of 
us, seem an integral part of the story. And 
we can hardly imagine a list of "notable 
books for Christian children" that does not 
include at least one of C . S. Lewis's Narnia 
stories. But in this present naughty world 
one must not expect perfection ; it is enough 
to have excellence. Any child that had the 
good fortune to grow up on the literary 
diet suggested by this list would know 
what the late John Keats was driving at 
with his remark about "realms of gold." 
The editor of the booklet is Palmer 
Czamanske, associate professor of English at 
Valparaiso University. His colleagues on 
the selection committee were E . H. Ru-
precht, teacher in Immanuel Lutheran 
School, Valparaiso, Indiana; Lewis Klitzke, 
librarian and assistant professor of Englis!1, 
Concordia College, Portland, Oregon; Miss 
Renata Koschmann, late librarian and assis-
tant professor of English, Concordia T eachers 
College, Seward, Nebraska; J ack L. Mid-
dendorf, assistant professor of education, also 
at Seward; and Adalbert H . Stellhorn, prin-
cipal of St. John Lutheran School, St. Louis. 
Our review copy gives no information on 
the cost of the booklet. It is available, how-
ever, from Concordia Publishing House. 
Since CPH is essentially a philanthropic 
operation, we are sure they would be con-
tent to recover handling and mailing charg-
es, which should not exceed twenty-five 
cents. Pastors and teachers in Missouri 
Synod congregations have, we understand, 
been provided with complimentary copies 
of the list and would, presumably, be happy 
to share it with their parishioners. 
We understand also that the Publishing 
House is working out an arrangement to 
make the books listed in this catalogue 
available to school libraries on special easy 
terms. It would be a very foolish admini~­
trator, indeed, who did not take advantage 
of this offer. From a quick check of prices, 
we estimate that the whole listing could be: 
bought for about a thousand dollars, about 
what a good eight-grade school should 
spend on its library over a two-year period. 
Since most schools will probably have a 
considerable number of these books in their 
library already, it might be possible to 
complete the set in one year with a little 
help from the PTL and the Voters' Assem-
bly. 
It is even more important, of course, to 
get these books into the home. We would 
say that these books are wholesome and 
edifying if these once-useful words had not 
become synonymous with dull and stickily 
pious. But surely there is nothing either 
dull or stickily pious about Goode's World 
Atlas, Aesop's Fables, Benjamin Britten's 
The Wonderful World of Music, Samuel 
Hopkins Adams' The Santa Fe Trail, or 
Stevenson's Treasure Island - four repre-
sentative examples of the kind of books 
which the selection committee considers 
"notable books for Christian Children." 
GENERAL 
SOUTH AFRICA - TWO VIEWS 
OF SEPARATE DEVELOPMENT 





Since the development of the Congo 
crisis, perhaps few people live under the 
delusion that the transfer of governmental 
power from white colonial rule to that of 
African rule will be without disturbing re .. 
suits. But though the situation in the 
Congo may be a grave one, even endanger-
ing the future of the U.N. and of world 
peace, what is happening in the Congo is 
but a skirmish when compared with what 
can happen in South Africa. 
When it became evident to the Belgians 
that they could no longer rule the Congo, 
it was comparatively simple for them to re-
move a few thousand whites from a territory 
inhabited by millions of black Africans. In 
the Union of South Africa, however, there 
are among the total population of fifteen 
million some three million Caucasians; and 
the government is white and determined 
with all its military and police power to 
maintain white supremacy. The real politi-
cal gimmick to be used to that end is 
apartheid, or "separate development." 
Since the present government of the 
Union is fast developing the apartheid 
theory and blueprint, and, on the other 
THE CRESSET 
hand, oppositiOn to it is growing apace, 
within the Union, in much of Africa, as well 
as in the world generally, the Institute of 
Race Relations decided to offer to the pub-
lic two views of apartheid; opposing views, 
of course. ("The Institute of Race Rela-
tions is an unofficiaJ and non-political body, 
founded in 1958 to encourage and facilitate 
the study of relations between the races. The 
Institute is precluded by the Memorandum 
and Articles of its Incorporation from ex-
pressing an opinion on any aspect of the 
relations between the races.") 
To accomplish its purpose, the Institute 
- upon the advice of the Information Of-
fice of the High Commissioner for South 
Africa - engaged Mr. S. Pienaar, Foreign 
Correspondent of Die Burger, to write one 
view of apartheid, that of the present gov-
ernment of the Union. The person engaged 
by the Institute to present the view opposing 
that of the government was Mr. Anthony 
Sampson of The Observer. 
Mr. Pienaar's presentation, "Safeguard-
ing the Nations," constitutes the first part 
of the book. Mr. Simon chose as his topic 
"Old Fallacies with a New Look: Ignoring 
the Africans." 
Mr. Pienaar gives a factual picture of the 
ethnic development of South Africa, of the 
coming to Africa of the Dutch settlers, their 
encounter with several Bantu tribes, the 
arrival of the British, the Anglo-Boer War, 
and then the dilemma in which the present 
government .finds .itself. In presenting 
the government's reasons for the develop-
ment of apartheid, Mr. Pienaar pictures 
the Africans within the Union as distinct 
nations. When he Writes about them he 
pictures the three million Africans of Bantu 
language origin now living and working in 
the big cities in "White South Africa" as 
members of the "nations," who, according 
to Mr. Pienaar, have their own language, 
customs, and culture which, according to 
the "separate development" blueprint, are 
to be encouraged and nurtured. A geo-
graphically sepamte existence is to be es-
tablished for them. There will be, when 
apartheid is fully developed, "a white South 
Africa" separate and apart from the Bantu 
"nations," each of which will have its in-
dividual existence, government, educational 
system, economy, and industry. For an in-
definite period of time the affairs of the 
African "nations" will be supervised and 
controlled by "white South Africa." Those 
of the Bantu "nations" now living within 
the geographic confines of "white South 
Africa" will be permitted and encouraged 
to remain there for an equally indefinite 
period of time. - Mr. Pienaar intimates 
that the industry and economy of "white 
South Africa" would collapse without Afri-
can labor. 
Mr. Pienaar answers his own question 
abou•t the freedom and rights of the Africans 
living and working in "white South Africa" 
by quoting the present Prime Minister, Dr. 
Verwoerd. According to the Prime Minis-
ter, the freedom and the rights of the;e 
Africans are to be found in the geogmphic 
area of the individual "nations" of which 
they are considered a part by the govern-
ment of "white South Africa." 
Mr. Pienaar writes (on next to the last 
page of his part of the book): "It will 
no doubt have been noticed that up to this 
point I have not introduced the very vital 
consideration of colour prejudice." Then, 
in the remaining 1hree paragraphs, he does-
n't deny the existence of colour prejudice 
on the part of the government whose spokes-
man he is, but he calls the reader's attention 
to the colour prejudice found in ·the United 
States and in a growing degree in England, 
and concludes that if those countries with 
a predominant white population have not 
solved their problems of prejudice, it might 
be anticipated that "white South Africa" 
might be excused for trying to solve its 
colour problem in its own way. 
According to the Foreword of the book, 
written for the Institute on Race Relations, 
neither author had any knowledge of what 
the other was going to write. Mr. Samp-
son, nevertheless, in his section of the 
book takes up the thread of thought of 
colour prejudice where Mr. Pienaar lays it 
down; Mr. Sampson speaks of "Ignoring 
the Africans." 
He develops several areas of what to 
him are obvious injustices in the apartheid 
plan. One of them is the fact that the 
Africans, who comprise eighty per cent of 
the population of the Union, are to be al-
lotted only thirteen per cent of the land, 
much of which is eroded. 
Another injustice to which Mr. Sampson 
refers is the fact that the self-government 
which is promised the Africans under apart-
heid is not national sovereignty and inde-
pendence but a new form of colonialism. 
The chief argument of Mr. Sampson, 
however, is that the separate development 
theory assumes that it will be acceptable to 
the Africans. As the government continues 
on its unrelenting course, according to the 
author, it is planning separate development 
for · the Africans without "an understanding 
of the nature of the African majority in 
South Africa which those {apartheid) pro-
posals are de;igned to placate"; and the 
African majority doesn't want a govern-
mental system of its own based on tribal 
customs largely abandoned. What they 
want, writes Mr. Sampson, is the same 
thing that the white South Africans want: 
the Western civilization and culture of 
Capetown and Johanne6burg of the present 
generation. 
The spokesman for the majority of Afri-
cans in South Africa, the author says, are 
the "literate, Westernized Africans who are 
ambitious and keenly aware of the rest of 
Africa." It is the6e Africans whom the 
government bypasses and ignores as they 
plan their separate development. This, 
according to Mr. Sampson, is the most seri-
ous aspect of apartheid. 
(Of these Westernized Africans in the 
Union, Sampson says: "For the African 
families which have spent three or four 
generations in the cities, and who have in-
termarried betwee-n tribes, the relinquish-
ment of 'Bantu loyalties' has been almost 
as total and final as that of the third gen-
eration European imigrants in America. 
The prospect of re-tribalizing them is against 
all laws of nature.") 
These lite-rate, Westernized Africans, the 
African bourgeoisie of the Union, whom tbe 
government ignores, are the members and 
leaders of the African National Congress 
and of other similar organizations whose 
existe-nce is ignored (when possible) and in 
the end are destined for liquidation if apart-
heid is to prevail. 
Both Pienaar and Sampson were more 
objective in their treatment of the subject 
matter than this re-viewer found himself 
capable of being when discussing their views. 
Those interested in a short but well pre-
sented statement of the arguments for and 
against apartheid will do well to read this 
short study. 
ANDREW SCHULZE 
Sights and Sounds 
We Are Not Amused 
-----------------------------------8 y A N N E H A N 5 E N 
A CASUAL GLANCE at the list of films reviewed in this issue could lead one to believe that I 
laughed myself straight through the month of January. 
But this is not the case. 
First in a series of comedies we have The Facts of Life 
(United Artists, Melvin Frank), a feeble little farce 
which stars Lucille Ball and Bob Hope, both pre-
eminent in the field of comedy. Here they are ham-
pered by a plot fabricated on the premise that two 
average, adult, middle-class Americans, each happily 
married, are suddenly caught up in a late-flowering 
passion for each other. In their antics actual, techni-
cal adultery is always frustrated by a gimmick of one 
sort or another. But the intent is clearly indicated. 
All this is really not very amusing, and the climax is 
flat and unrealistic. 
Although The Grass Is G1·eener (Universal-Interna-
tional, Stanley Donen) transports us to merry England 
and upper-crust British aristocracy, once aga in the sub-
ject is marital infidelity. Adapted from a successful 
London stage play, The Grass Is G1·eener is thick, glossy, 
beautifully mounted, ultrasophisticated, and st~ictly 
from Never Never Land. Cary Grant, Deborah l<-err, 
Jean Simmons, and Robert Mitchum are the hapless 
victims of a shoddy vehicle. 
It seems to me that The Man-iage-Go-Round (20th 
Century-Fox, Walter Lang) reaches a new low in so-
called adult comedy. Here a college campus is the 
setting for a nauseating plot replete with double-en-
tendre and low-level burlesque. 
Where the Boys Ar·e (M-G-1\f, Henry Levin) also has 
to do with education. At least that is what we are asked 
to believe. This time it is a vacation period in which 
girl students flock to a resort "where the boys are." 
The settings are outstandingly beautiful, but the story 
line and the action could make one take a dim view of 
so-called higher education. I doubt though that anyone 
could take this excursion into inanity very seriously. 
The Wackiest Ship in the Army (Columbia, Henry 
Levin) may not be the wac~iest of the many comedies 
set against World War II, but it tries hard to achieve 
this dubious distinction. Grim combat sequences which 
depict the horror and the agony of actual warfare inject 
a serious note into the nonsensical goings-on. 
I have said before that in rriy opinion Fred Zinne-
mann is one of the ablest motion-picture directors of 
our day. The Sundowners (Paramount) forcefully un-
derscores my contention. Here Mr. Zinnemann has 
fashioned a simple, homey tale of simple, homey per-
sons into a captivating film which the entire family will 
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enjoy. Adapted from a novel by Jan Cleary, The Sun-
downers is a realistic slice of life set against the stark 
beauty of the Australian "out-back." Deborah Kerr, 
Glynnis Johns, Peter Ustinov, Robert Mitchum, and 
young Michael Anderson, Jr., merit enthusiastic acclaim 
for fine performances. As always, Mr. Zinnemann's di-
rection is sensitive and sure. 
For more than two centuries children in many parts 
of the world have been fascinated by the novel Swiss 
Family Robinson, Johann Wyss's classic tale of adven-
ture. Although the film Swiss Family Robinson (Buena 
Vista, Walt Disney) does not always adhere to the ori-
ginal story, it is engrossing entertainment for the young 
and the not-so-young. The settings are magnificent, the 
animal sequences are exciting, and the action builds to 
a thrilling climax. 
Another old-time favorite comes to life on the screen 
in The Three Wm"lds of Gullive1· (Columbia). Here, 
too, changes have been made, and much of the satire 
and substance that characterize Jonathan Swift's familiar 
fantasy is lost or distorted. But the children will find 
this delightful entertainment. 
Some years ago a prominent speaker referred to a 
television set as "that monster in your living room." 
On January 20 I was grateful to have "that monster" 
in my living room. Not only that. I, like millions of 
other Americans, spent practically the entire day in the 
vicinity of one of the so-called "monsters." The in-
auguration of a new President of the United States o£ 
America is of paramount importance not only to every 
citizen of our land but to a ll the peoples of the earth. 
Could anyone fail to be thrilled by being a spectator at 
this history-making event? Incidentally, the disorga-
nized inaugural balls were a distinct anti-climax. 
On this occasion a grateful nation said farewell to 
Dwight D. Eisenhower, a splendid and dedicated Ameri-
can, as he concluded fifty years of public service. And 
we welcomed as the new head of our government John 
Fitzgerald Kennedy, a vigorous and highly articulate 
young American who has already proved himself a 
staunch defender of our country in time of peril and a 
forceful spokesman for the cause of freedom in these 
years of uneasy peace. In his acceptance speech last 
summer, in his inaugural address, and in his State of 
the Union message President Kennedy soberly outlined 
the issues of the day and the measures we must take if 
we are to resolve foreign and domestic problems. He 
asked for the co-operation and the support of every 
citizen in the years ahead. Surely every thoughtful 
adult will realize that in a time of great crisis for the 
entire world we cannot give less. 
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Letter to the Editor ____________ _ 
Dear Editor: 
Dr. Carl Krekeler, a member of the faculty of Valparaiso Uni-
versity, reviewed Darwin, Evolution, and Creation in the March, 
1960, issue of The Cresset. This volume was written by Dr. 
John Klotz, Professor Wilbert H. Rusch, Dr. Raymond Surburg, 
and Dr. Paul Zimmerman on the occasion of the centennial 
of the publication of Darwin's Origin of Species. Such a book 
was bound to be controversial because of the theological and sci-
entific issues it discusses. The reception of Darwin, Evolution, 
and Creation has varied from its selection by two journals for 
inclusion in lists of "best boks of the year" to reviews condemning 
it for daring to attack a prominent scientific theory and for 
clinging to the infallibility of the Bible. 
Professor Krekeler's review was also submitted to the Lutheran 
Chaplain upon request of its editors and recently printed in that 
journal. The undersigned, as editor, believes that the nature 
of this review calls for a reply. The managing editor of The 
Cresset has graciously consented to print our evaluation of Dr. 
Krekeler's remarks. 
Dr. Krekeler asserts in his review that, "It is the theological 
issue that is the basic one." He then proceeds to object to the 
condemnation of "theistic evolution" and to criticize the book's 
defense of what he terms "fiat creation." It is important to 
realize that in so doing the reviewer is criticizing not only the 
authors of the book, but the theological position of his Church. 
The Brief Statement of the Doctrinal Position of the Missouri 
Synod has been repeatedly reaffirmed by Synodical Conventions. 
It agrees with Darwin, Evolution, and Creation when it states: 
"We teach that God has created heaven and earth, 
and that in the manner and in the space of time recorded 
in the Holy Scriptures, especially Gen. 1 and 2, namely, 
by l-iis almighty creative word, and in six days. We re-
ject every doctrine which denies or limits the work cf 
creation as taught in Scripture. In our days it is denieJ 
or limited by those who assert, ostensibly in deference 
to science, that the world came into existence through a 
process of evolution; that is, that it has, in immense 
periods of time, developed more or less out of itself." 
Nor is the Brief Statement unique in its condemnation of evolu-
tion. This same doctrine of creation is also found in Pieper's 
Christian Dogmatics, Mueller's Christian Doctrine, The Abidi·ng 
Word and other standard dogmatic books that have been used 
and are still used in Synod 's colleges and seminaries. 
Dr. Krekeler also objects to Dr. Surburg's insistence on the 
"normal" method of interpreting Scripture. Dr. Surburg holds 
that we must use the same methods of exegesis in Genesis that we 
apply elsewhere in the Bible. Again the reviewer takes a posi-
tion in contrast to that set forth in the Statement on Scripture 
adopted by the 1959 San Francisco Convention of the Lutheran 
Church - ·Missouri Synod. Section IV of this document states, 
"Every statement of Scripture must be understood in its native 
sense, according to grammar, context, and linguistic usage of the 
time. Where Scripture speaks historically, as for example in 
Genesis 1 to 3, it must be understood as speaking of literal, his-
torical facts. Where Scripture speaks symbolically, metaphorically, 
or metanymically, as for example in R evelation 20, it must be 
interpreted on these its own terms.'' The authors of Darwin, 
Evolution, and Creation believe this to be in harmony with Jesus' 
use of the Old Testament and with his frequently used formula, 
"It is written." 
A theistic evolutionary interpretation of Genesis conflicts also 
with the Lutheran Confessions. The Confessions do not deal 
with evolution, since it was not an issue in that day. However, 
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they do treat of man and of original sin. The Formula of Con-
cord teaches that man "was originally created by God, pure and 
holy without sin" (Epitome, Section I - Original Sin, Triglotta, 
p. 779). The account of Adam and Eve and the story of thi! 
fall is accepted as literally true. (Triglotta, p. 867) The Smal-
cald Articles (part three, article one - Triglotta, p. 477) state, 
"Here we must confess, as Paul says in Romans 5, 11, that sin 
originated and entered the world from one man Adam." This 
doctrine of man is diametrically opposed to the evolutionary con-
cept of man having arisen slowly !rom the brute, even if the 
theory is given a theistic gloss. 
Has the Missouri Synod been in error all these years? Have 
we mis-interpreted Gene&is 1-3? The testimony of the rest of 
the Bible is a resounding "No." An examination of the passages 
given by Dr. Surburg indicates that the New Testament inter-
prets the Genesis creation account as literal, historical fact. Con-
sider I Cor. 11:7-9: "Woman is the glory of man. For man was 
not made from woman, but woman from man. Neither was man 
created for woman, but woman for man." Consider also I Tim. 
2: 12-14: "I permit no woman to teach or to have authority over 
men; she is to keep silent. For Adam was formed first, then Eve, 
and Adam was not deceived, but the woman was deceived and 
became a transgressor." These passages cannot be harmonized 
with theistic evolution. Was St. Paul wrong in his literal inter-
pretation of Genesis 2:21-23 and 3: 1-6? 
Another major point of Dr. Krekeler is that the issues dis-
cussed in the book have pastoral implications. We agree. How-
ever, Dr. Krekeler goes on to condemn the publishers for recom-
mending Darwin, Evolution, a-nd Creation to "persons plagued 
with these problems." The reviewer is entitled to his opinion. 
However, it is our judgment that his appraisal is incorrect. 
Throughout the book and especially in Chapter 2 the reader is 
made aware of other views, both Catholic and Protestant. For 
example, Dr. Surburg writes, "Many Roman Catholic and 
Protestant scholars, while rejecting the bask assumptions of 
atheistic evolution, nevertheless are willing to accept the theory 
of the origin of man as set forth by atheistic evolutionists. Both 
Roman Catholic and Protestant students of Genesis contend 
that this chapter is to be regarded as an inspired and theologicially 
true account. However, the contents of the chapter they want 
to see interpreted not literally but figuratively or metaphorically" 
(page 74 ). Thus the reader learns that variant views exist 
among Christians. But he is also exposed to criticism of these 
views. In many years of experience in teaching in Synod'> 
schools and in lecturing to university students it has been the ex-
perience of the authors that this approach has produced think-
ing Christians, aware of the problems to be faced in this field, 
but also willing to take God's Word at its face value. 
Dr. Krekeler is also critical of the scientific content of the 
book. He himself terms "serious" his charge that "half-truths are 
spaken" . . . "quotations are taken from the context of books 
presenting contrary views and where there is misrepresentation.'' 
It is true that the authors quote from books presenting con-
trary views. However, this is done for a valid and respectable 
reason. If quotations had been limited to the works of those 
criticizing evolution, e.g. Marsh, Dewar, etc., they would have 
been told that they had quoted enemies of evolution who have 
no right to an opinion since they are out of step with &eience. 
However, if an evolutionist points out a road-block faced by the 
theory, surely no one can accuse him of prejudice against the 
theory. Corroborative testimony from a hostile witness is re-
garded as choice evidence by attorneys. Furthermore, the authors 
have been careful to point out that many scientists accept evo-
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lution. There has been no attempt to paint a false picture. 
For example, Dr. Klotz asks, "What about the theory of evolu-
tion? Why is it that so many able scientists have embraced it?" 
(Cf. p. 105) They also point out that many unsolved problems 
exist. (Cf. pp. 125, 140, 165) 
The only specific citation supporting the other two charges 
that Dr. Krekeler makes is the reference to Dr. Klotz's argument 
from parallel mutations. What Dr. Klotz is saying is that the 
argument from similarity implies that similar traits are inherited 
from a common ancestor. He goes on to point out that no 
biologist today would argue that a ruby-eyed Drosophila me/ana-
gaster and a ruby-eyed Drosophila simulans have inherited this 
ruby-eyed trait from a common ancestor. This is, in fact, a 
clear instance of a similarity that is not due to descent from a 
common ancestor. The ruby-eyed trait in this instance has been 
inherited from separate ancestors. Surely the reviewer is not 
suggesting that an albino human, an albino deer, an albino rat, 
and an albino rabbit have inherited that trait from an albino com-
mon ancestor. 
It is a matter of faot also that competent scientists have and 
still do criticize the theory of evolution. They may accept the 
general idea of evolution, but they confess that no adequate spe-
cific theory has been developed. Space permits only one example, 
a recent one, to illustrate this point. Dr. Everett C. Olson, 
geologi~ and editor of the journal Evolution, evaluated current 
evolutionary theory by saying: 
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"There are, of course, degrees of difference in evalua-
tion of successes, from healthy skepticism to confidence 
that the final word has been said, and there are still 
some among the biologists who feel that much of the 
fabric of theory accepted by the majority today is actual-
ly false and who say so. For the most part, the opinions 
of the dissenters have been given little credence. This 
group has formed a vocal, but little heard, minority. 
There exists, as well, a generally silent group of students 
engaged in biological pursuits who tend to disagree with 
much of the current thought but say and write little 
because they are not particularly interested, do not see 
that controversy over evolution is of any particular 
importance, or are so strongly in disagreement that it 
seems futuile to undertake the monumental task of con-
troverting the immense body of information and theory 
that exists in the formulation of modern thinking. It is, 
of course, difficult to judge the size and composition 
of this silent segment, but there is no doubt that the 
numbers are not inconsiderable. Wrong or right as such 
opinion may be, its existence is important and cannot be 
ignored or eliminated as a force in the study of evolution 
. .. It is certain that few negative responses would re-
sult from the simple question, 'Is the general concept of 
organic evolution valid?' were it to be submitted to the 
biologists working in the various disciplines today. If, 
however, a second question were asked, one requiring a 
definition of organic evolution, it is equally likely that 
a varied suite of answers would result, and, if the 
answers were honest, there would be a fair sprinkling to 
the effect, 'I don't know'." (Evolution After Darwin, 
Vol. I, pp. 523, 525, University of Chicago Press, 1960.) 
The reviewer fails to note the ~ery important fact that the au-
thors do not assert that species are fixed or that God's original crea• 
tion of the "kinds" was static. They show that Scripture allows 
variation within the category of the created "kind." Much of 
the so-called "indisputable evidence" for evolution falls in this 
category. ( Cf. pp. 14, 64-66) The authors accept change; 
they deny organic evolution. 
In conclusion, it may be well to be!lr in mind that modern 
scientism and materialism rule out the supernatural and the 
miraculous. However, the scientist as Christian cannot do this. 
The Bible clearly teaches that in the past God sometimes acted 
directly rather than through His natural laws. What does science 
say of the virgin birth of Christ, the miracle of wine at Cana, 
the feeding of the five thousand, the raising of Lazarus? Shall 
we reject them because they cannot be demonstrated or validated 
by experimental science? Surely not, for they are outside the 
realm of science. So also creation deals with the origin of the 
elements, stars, planets, life, and natural law. It is an area where 
God spoke and it was so. Hebrews 11, 3 states, "Through faith 
we understand that the worlds were framed by the word of God." 
In that sense creation is not in the field of science. Moreover, 
what science can discover about the past is limited. God's Word 
itself tells us very little about the beginning. Thus we must 
expect that many questions will remain unanswered. In the 
words of the preface of Darwin, Evolution, and Creation, "Above 
all we must hold that where Scripture speaks clearly man's reason 
must bow. For the Bible is God's Word, eternally true and 
without error in all its parts ... The Bible remains the light of 
each generation. We expect that as we learn more of nature 
we shall better appreciate the wisdom and power of Him who 
not only created us, but who redeemed us with the precious life 
and death of Jesus Christ, His only begotten Son." 
Paul A. Zimmerman, President 
Concordia Teachers College, 
Seward, Nebraska 
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A Minority Report 
Who Are the Conservative s? 
By VICTOR F 
JN OUR SMALL town and in our church, many de-
fenses and apologies are being made on behalf of 
the conservative. 
It is also becoming apparent to many that a good 
share of the young set has gone conservative. 
But now - what is a conservative? 
In terms of the word itself and its history, conserva-
tive comes from conservare (Latin) and means to keep 
and guard, to keep intact and together. 
Synonyms are: to maintain, sustain, uphold, defend, 
protect, to shield, and to secure. 
To keep and guard, to sustain and maintain what? 
The quick one will say: to keep and guard, to sustain 
and to maintain the status quo. 
The trouble is: if God had been that kind of a con-
servative, the world would never have begun. God is 
a radical Who disturbed His peaceful existence in eter-
nity with the innovation of a world that has caused 
Him nothing but trouble. 
The wise conservative, however, is not against in-
novation. He does not necessarily wish to protect the 
status quo while history moves ahead of him. As a 
matter of fact, some of the most doctrinaire conserva-
tives I know are preachers of progress and "keeping 
up with the times." 
To my mind, the intelligent conservative is a pre-
server of a moving order. He knows that history, the 
world, and the men in it are on the move and he wants 
his orderly society to keep in tune with that historical 
movement forward. 
The heritage of the Magna Carta, Locke, the Declara-
tion of Independence, and the original Constitution are 
important to this protector of the moving equilibrium, 
but he knows also that a lot of history has been lived 
) and recorded since 1215, 1689, 1776, and 1789. Such 
a conservative will ride with the history since these days. 
To be anything else is to be antiquarian or radical. 
But how many radicals do you know? How many 
communists and socialists have you seen and known? 
How many people do you know who strike at the roots 
• of the American society, who wish to subvert your com-
munities, who insist on changing your way of life? 
Very few people in my ken and call believe in the 
violent disarrangement of society. Very few people 
actually believe in bloodshed and violence as a device 
for getting things done for any reasons whatsoever. 
MARCH 1961 
HOFF MANN -------
Most people who would follow their basic attitudes 
all the way out would probably admit that they would 
not have fought in the American Revolution against 
England and would not have joined the South against 
the Union for both England and the Union were the 
duly constituted authorities that God had placed over 
them. For such, the Fourth of July is really a day of 
treason and not a day of liberty. 
Certainly most of the Lutherans I know, including 
myself, would have found it difficult to revolt against 
their God-imposed rulers. In deference to the superiors 
"God has placed over him in authority," the Christian 
will usually obey these superiors even if they are wrong 
and short-sighted, even if they try to exploit him, and 
even if his superiors need some lessons in maintaining 
the dignity of man. 
Even the so-called liberals or radicals who insist on 
observing the rights of minorities, the rights of Jew~ 
and Negroes for example, are as conservative as they 
can be. They are conservative because they are up-
holding the Bill of Rights and the Civil War amend-
ments that have been around for quite a while and 
emerge from a tradition which, by its own admission, 
comes from "beyond the memory of man." This so-
called liberal or radical is riding the crest of a con-
tinuous Anglo-Saxon heritage that for time and eternity 
has wanted to protect the rights of all men, in all walks 
of life regardless of race, color, and creed. 
Certainly those Americans in the Christian tradition 
are conservative for they believe in an abiding Revela-
tion, in One Answer to most human problems, in con-
formity to God's conduct statements in Exodus 20, and 
in fervent and steadfast submission to the ordinances 
of men regardless of the nature of the authority - and 
"that for the Lord's sake." 
In short, most Americans are highly conservative. 
It might be that the antiquarians are a problem who 
want to return to the Jeffersonian Ga,rden of Eden. 
Or it might be that the conservatite who uses the 
vocabulary of Adam Smith's Garden of Eden is out of 
line in that he does not know that the angels with the 
flaming swords of an industrial-technological civilization 
have already cast him out. 
Just as it might be hard for us to understand the Lu-




"All the trumpets sounded for him on the other side" 
-PILGRIM's PROGRESS 
------------------------------------------------------------8 y 0 . p KRETZMANN 
Beggar for My Heart 
J AM QUITE SURE that He would not have ob-
jected to this title ... He Who had no place to lay 
His head ... Who was despised and rejected of men, 
a man of sorrows and acquainted with grief ... Surely 
He would not be hurt if someone tried to reflect His es-
sential role on earth and in heaven with the words ... 
"beggar for my heart" ... So shyly did He steal into our 
midst that we might have taken Him for a beggar's 
baby ... so quietly did He say "Behold we go up w 
Jerusalem" that we could easily mistake Him for a 
beggar whose pitiful life ended in a pitiless death ... 
And yet, He was and is a beggar . . . This I must 
remember as Lent comes again ... For two thousand 
years now He has done what He came to do - to beg 
for the hearts of man - first in His own life and voice -
and now these many years through the voices of His 
children who found in Him the eternal, royal and irre-
sistible beggar ... Men have called him the Redeemer, 
the payer of the ransom - a price so bitter and so 
high that it left him dead ... There is, however, no 
contradiction here ... even after the ransom had been 
paid . . . He had to beg men for their hearts . . . This 
is the way they finally come to the righteousness of the 
Kingdom . . . by hearing the begging, pursuing voice 
that whispered over Jerusalem "how often would I have 
gathered Thy children" ... This is His way with our 
hearts ... 
Lent should therefore leave us just a little breathless, 
not only with awe before the forces raging around His 
head but also with the knowledge that He is pursuing 
us again ... that we are face to face again with the 
annual renewal of the darkest and greatest twenty-four 
hours in the history of man ... Once more we remem-
ber that He was the Word that became flesh and dwelt 
among us and died among us . . . And at noon on 
Good Friday ~he earth by its trembling told the world 
that a beggar was dying ... but a beggar Who had 
made the earth in the beginning of days ... To hold 
this great paradox in a remembering heart is our spe-
cial task for Lent ... There is enough mystery here to 
be understood by a child and too much for the wise man 
who has never seen Calvary with the eyes of faith ... 
So it all began ... the centuries of triumph for the 
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Cross . . . the preaching and teaching of His name ... 
the dying of His friends for love of Him ... This long 
grace pouring itself down and away ... this quiet knock-
ing at the doors of men's hearts ... No matter what else 
happened it was always there, this beating undertone 
of history . . . Some years ago Charles Peguy wrote: 
"Grace is very insidious. It twists and turns and is full 
of surprises; when it doesn't come from the right, it 
comes from the left; when it doesn't come from above 
it comes from below, and when it doesn't come from the 
center it comes from the circumference ... Where is it 
written that God will abandon men in sin? This people 
will find a way they never began; this age, this world 
will find a path they never set out on." .. , 
And they will hear a voice for which they were not 
listening and a tapping, long now and strong, upon 
hearts that have grown hard with the years of faithless-
ness . .. He comes as a beggar - and perhaps that is why 
so many men and women fail to recognize Him . . . 
Even on that night in the garden Peter thought that 
what He had come to do could be done by power, by 
the sword ... He cut off the ear of Malchus ... But 
the Rjedeemer healed the severed ear and demonstrated 
for aJI time that the sword is no fit instrument for 
spreaqling the good news .. . And now, when the sword 
has bhcome the atomic bomb, there are men who still 
believe that the way of the beggar is the way of power 
and might ... The beggar's voice is still unheard ... 
A few months ago we heard of His coming; now we 
look , once more to His going . .. As He came, so He 
wen~ ... with only a few knowing what was going on, 
both on earth and in heaven ... In thirty-three years 
He had made life different for man ... Winter had 
grown to spring and night to day, not only in the fields 
and '·hills of Judea and Galilee, but in the heart of ma'n 
... ';It all ended (for a moment) on Calvary on a day 
in spring, a good and beautiful Friday, with man at his 
'wor~.t and the Beggar at His best ... To see ourselves 
in the men and women at Calvary and to see Him as 
He 'faS and is - this is the burden and glory of Lent ... 
Now, and forever the world is in the hands of the glori-
ous J3eggar by whom and in whom our fears can flee, 
our _. sins be forgiven, our weaknesses turned into • 
strength ... and time and history become the place 
for His begging and the field of His harvesting ... 
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